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From a water-colour drawing by Mr. H. L. 


Wren’s Favourtre DesIGN FoR Sr. CATHEDRAI 


A view based on the model showing this design as it would have appeared if built 
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Lhe RALBLA. Aalendar tor the coming year records 
an increase in the membership of every section 
of the Institute. The Fellowship class has increased by 
-1 t@ 1.707, the Associateship class by 124 to 2,827, and 


the Licentiateship class by 117 to 2,421. In a time of 


depression every one naturally looks to subscription lists 
for opportunities of retrenchment, and that the R.1.B.A. 
has so far succeeded in surviving a year of unprecedented 
depression even stronger numerically than before can 
surely be taken by us all as a welcome recognition of the 
value of the Institute. The membership is now 7,295, 
compared with the 6,946 last year, while the full member- 
ship, including all members of the Allied and Associated 
Societies and Students and Probationers, is 18,366. 


Last June we were able to record the close of one of the 
most successful years that there has ever been in the 
historv of the R.I.B.A. Sessional papers, and now that 
the programme for the coming session has been pub- 
lished we can look forward with some confidence to 
another session no less successful than the last. ‘This 
Jourxat. contains Sir Raymond Unwin’s presidential 
address. and the JouRNAL of 10 December will chiefly 
be devoted to Mr. Robert Atkinson’s criticism of the 
designs submitted in the New Premises competition, in 
connection with which we will publish Mr. Wornum’s 
latest drawings for the actual building. It is hoped that 
the construction of this will start in the summer of 1933, 
so that the finished building may be ready for the cele- 
braion of the R.I.B.A. Centenary in 1934. Two new 
events on the programme for next year are the concert 
and the dance which are being organised by the recently 
appointed R.I.B.A. Social Committee; these are to be on 
6 February and 6 March 1933. 


During the coming year we hope to initiate a number 
of developments in the work of the library which should 
he of considerable service to members of the Institute. 
Whenever a competition of importance is opened we in- 
tend to publish in the JouRNAL, or in bulletins which 


can be posted to those who need them, lists of all the chief 


bibliographical references and of similar buildings that 
have been illustrated in periodicals. This, as regular 


users of the library are well aware, is a service that the 
library has always rendered in the past, but it has been a 
“personal” service to such as have written or come to 
the library for their information. A library should not, 
however, merely stand and wait, but should attempt to 
give without being asked. ‘This principle is of particular 
importance to the R.I.B.A., for its library has the special 
obligation of extending its services more and more ‘to 
members of the Institute outside London; the prepara- 
tion and broadcasting of information is one way in which 
this can be done, and we hope our attempt will be 
successiul. 


Schools, too, might make more use of us than hitherto, 
and we hope that headmasters will not hesitate to apply 
for the same service in connection with school subjects. 
One purpose will, however, be slightly different here. It 
is not our business to do the students’ work of research 
for them, but to play our part as a stimulus to research, 
which is becoming increasingly recognised as a mental 
process of the highest educational value. At least one of 
our largest architectural schools has now developed re- 
search and thesis writing as one of the most important 
parts of its curriculum, in recognition of the fact that an 
attitude of intelligent enquiry must be a part of the basic 
equipment of a complete architect who wishes to have 
a proper wideness of vision and knowledge. 


We can also help a third section of the architectural 
world, the authors, by assisting them in the preparation 
of bibliographies. ‘There are many ways in which a 
bibliography can be arranged for publication, but un- 
fortunately some authors, in publishing a reference list, 
so arrange, or fail to arrange, their lists that much of their 
potential value is lost. We can help by advice which is 
founded partly on the expressed opinions of librarians 
and the like who have studied this small matter of detail, 
and partly on our own experience of dealing continually 
day by day with bibliographies of one sort and another. 
As a further development we will in future maintain in 
the library a list of any members who wish to be kept 
au fait with newly published information about any 
special subject. Most architectural papers and most 
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books of importance come to us, and as their contents are 
studied by the library staff, it will be an addition to our 
work which will be well worth making, if there is the 
need, to note down when there are published references 
to special subjects of research and to send the notes to 
any members who would like to be put on the list. Those 
who wish to receive this service are asked to write to the 
librarian. 


After all this discourse on development we may as well 
be cautious and express our sense of our very great 
limitations, unless anyone should assume that the library 
has doubled its staff or has had a great falling off in the 
other demands on its time and is able to undertake more 
than it is really equipped for at present. Perhaps to be 
honest we should add that we only dare to suggest these 
developments because we are aware that even the most 
progressive of men are naturally slow to take advantage 
of the help offered to them! If full advantage were taken 
of all we suggest a very painful form of indigestion would 
result. We must, however, have our eyes on the future, 
which is full of possibilities, and we must initiate now a 
progress which will be fully established by the time we 
start in the new building. 


We have received from Mr. W. R. Davidge the {fol- 
lowing appreciation of the work of Mr. Alexander 
Goddard, who last month retired from the post of Secre- 
tary to the Chartered Surveyors’ Institution: 


“Every member of the profession practising as a sur- 
veyor must have an affectionate regard for Mr. Alex- 
ander Goddard, and his retirement, after upwards of a 
quarter of a century as Secretary of the Surveyors’ 
Institution, will mean the severance of many ties, which 
during all these years have made his name a household 
word among surveyors both at home and abroad and 
even in the most distant of overseas dominions. 


“His thorough and untiring labours on behalf of the 
surveyor’s profession and of the great institution which 
he represented are well known. Through his efforts, and 
under his guidance, the Chartered Surveyors’ Institution 
has not only vastly increased in numbers but has steadily 
added strength to strength in all the activities both of the 
parent bedy and its branches. ‘The term ‘chartered sur- 
veyor’ has everywhere come to stand for soundness and 
reliability, and the Institution itself is constantly con- 
sulted and its advice taken by Government and other 
authorities. The high standing and esteem in which Mr. 
Goddard is universally held are a tribute to his magnetic 
personality. To the young surveyor he has been an 
inspiration, to the older men an experienced counsellor, 
and to all who have known him a loyal friend. Members 
of the Royal Institute of British Architects and many 
kindred institutions will join with the Chartered Sur- 
veyors’ Institution in wishing Mr. Goddard good health 
and every happiness in his well-earned retirement.” 
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Mr. Goddard has been succeeded by Major Alc xan¢: 
Herbert Killick, who was educated at Dulwich Colles 
and Exeter College, Oxford, where he took his Degy.” 
in 1914. During the war he served with the Soy 
Lancashire Regiment in France, Belgium, Saloni 
Egypt, and Palestine, being awarded the D.S.(), a 
M.C. ; and twice being mentioned in dispatches. Sin 
the war he has been principally engaged in stat! duti 
at home, and in Eastern Europe, Russia and Asia Mino 
in reorganising the Officers Training Corps of Birming. 
ham and Bristol Universities; in passing throuch the ae 
Staff College, Camberley; and in further staff duties oi 
the War Office, particularly in connection with th® 
supervision, training and nomination of officers jor staf 
appointments. At the time of his appointment to th 


Secretaryship of the Institution Major Killick held th a 
responsible position of Brigade Major, 2nd Infant 
Brigade, Aldershot. 


Mr. F. R. Yerbury, who for many years has bee:§ 
secretary of the Architectural Association, has accepted 
an invitation to become Managing Director of the Build-! 
ing Centre in Bond Street. He will take up his duties a7 
soon as the Association Council has been able to make § 
arrangements to find a successor. For so long has M:§ 
Yerbury been the centre of A.A. life that it will be hard 
to picture the place without his genial presence, presiding | 
as a fountain of hospitality in the Members’ rooins, 0 
shepherding large parties of tourist architects on thi 
Continent or, in his gaily wall-papered office, guiding 
the destinies of the Association in its increasing pros- 
perity. The Building Centre is fortunate in having founc 
Mr. Yerbury to be its manager, and his wide knowledg 
of architects and things architectural should 
invaluable. 


prove 


We extend a hearty welcome to the new journal of the 
West Yorkshire Society of Architects, the first number oi | 
which appeared last month, prefaced by a word of greet- | 
ing from Sir Raymond Unwin. It will undoubtedl 
serve to cultivate an increased mutual understanding 
among the members of that society and will too, we hope, § 
bring the activities of the society before a wider public. 


An interesting attempt to revive the Guild spirit of mediva 
times is being made in Herefordshire, where an Order known | 
as the * Bridge Brothers of Herefordshire * has recently been 
founded. ‘This is a modified form ofan old quasi-religious order 
founded in France in 1164, and it has the threefold aim oi 
encouraging enthusiasm in good work, creating a right under- 
standing between employer and employed, and ensuring com- 
petent and honest service in bridge-building and repairing. It f 
will be interesting to see how far a mediaval economic system 
can survive in the face of modern conditions, and although it is 
unlikely that such a revival will become general or that it will 
be able to solve the complex labour problems of to-day. yet il 
will have achieved something if it can inspire in the modern 
worker a little of that sense of pride in good work for its own 
sake which was characteristic of the mediwval Guild-worker. 
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{ ONTEMPLATING the second opening ad- 
f (Ceres which custom looks to our Presidents to 

make, a glance at the past session as well as 
forward to the coming one seems natural. 

The year has been a very difficult one for our 
country; it has been equally trying for many of us. I 
hope we may say that, in the main, our difficulties 
have been met with courage and overcome hitherto 
with some resource. 

Our ranks have suffered from unemployment in 
common with those of nearly all who live by work. 
I believe that the method which we have adopted to 
meet that emergency contains the suggestion of a 
principle which may yet prove valuable for wider 
application. 

The method springs naturally from our own activi- 
ties. For the architect stands midway between the 
imaginative artist and the practical constructor. He 
shares the training and the experiences of both. The 
artist is concerned with the expression of beauty in 
relations through refinement of form and harmony of 
colour. The constructor is concerned with efficiency 
for purpose and soundness of construction. Both in- 
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NINETY-NINTH SESSION, 1932-1933 


HOUSING: THE PRESENT OPPORTUNITY 
SIR RAYMOND UNWIN’S INAUGURAL ADDRESS 


READ BEFORE THE Roya INstTITUTE OF BritisH ARCHITECTS ON MONDAY, 7 NOVEMBER 1932 


creasingly depend on science to secure permanence 
and stability in face of changing conditions. 

That portion of the architect’s activities in which 
the synthesis is most complete we call planning or 
designing, for in a design the several contributions 
are inseparably combined in a new creation. Natur- 
ally some architects are better equipped on the one 
side, some on the other; but the development of both 
faculties is essential and their exercise inseparable. 

There seems here some analogy with the life of 
today. For do not some concentrate their attention 
on the need for stimulus, and on the kind of expression 
which depend on the individuality of persons; while 
others pay more regard to the practical activities 
which increasingly depend on the co-operation of 
many working in harmony for a common end. The 
scale to which modern activities are growing tends 
to minimise in range, the effect of that which has been 
counted upon to give individual stimulus, and to 
increase the importance of the organisation of many 
individuals inspired and directed by a common pur- 
pose. Mankind, being composed of creatures enjoy- 
ing only limited capacity, or patience, is very apt to 
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split up into different parties, which cultivate a con- 
centration of attention on one side or the other. To 
some extent this is a necessary and efficient way of 
securing adequate attention for each aspect. Pro- 
gress, however, nearly always depends on securing an 
adequate synthesis between the points of view: on 
finding a method by which the two aspects can be 
welded into one result. 

This process is very clearly illustrated by the 
architect and his building. Christopher Wren, 
the outstanding example, whose creative life we 
are specially commemorating this year, was, in 
his time equally great as practical man, as artist, 
and as a man of high character. He was supreme 
in construction as well as in expression, and, in 
addition, he ranks high as a scientist. It is given 
to few men to be able to approach and apprehend 
problems so clearly from so many points of view 
and to see them in such wholeness as did Wren. Most 
of us must perforce be content with a somewhat par- 
tial or incomplete view: as if, for example, one ob- 
server were to stand below the west front of Lincoln 
Cathedral, seeing nothing of the mass, but admiring 
the individualities of expression in each detail and 
thinking of the craftsmen who wrought them, and 
he were to base his conception of the building on that 
view only; while another, regarding the building 
from a greater distance, might be so much impressed 
by the huge mass and the soaring towers that he 
would overlook the beautiful details, and think only 
of the marvellous perfection of co-operative effort 
needed to raise such a pile at a time when there were 
few mechanical aids, and when such an accomplish- 
ment depended on many hands and the thoughts 
of many men working together towards a common 
end. 

But a Lincoln can only be fully realised or appreci- 
ated when there is sufficient mutual understanding 
between the types of men ; between the craftsman, 
who tends to be an individualist, and the organiser, 
who tends to be a collectivist; between the artist, 
who is thinking of expression which springs from in- 
dividuality, and the practical man, who is thinking 
of construction, which is the result of co-operation. 
The architect has a great function to fulfil ; no less 
than the designing of the material record which the 
society of his generation writes upon this earth. If 
he is to make his proper contribution to the life of his 
time, he must in himself secure a synthesis between 
these two points of view; he must understand them 
both. He must appreciate their difference, but equally 
the impossibility of their separation. 

I sometimes think that this position and practice 
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of the architect, as the one who by planning ©: »ate;, 
synthesis of two demands entirely different ‘1 kin; 
but mutually dependent, may equip him 1) sen 
some wider purpose in our community life at th 


present time, when there seems, perhaps a: neve 
before, a demand for a similar power of synthe «is, Fo; 
surely today our life above all requires «erty, 
PLANNING, 

This need cries out for satisfaction in indus\iy an¢ 
in commerce, as indeed it does in that form of de. 
velopment, both urban and rural, with which we ar: 
specially concerned and through which the life of oy 


time both finds its accommodation and wil! leay 
behind its record. ‘Today much of the old economi 
teaching, with its over-emphasis on that individual 
stimulus which springs from material gain, has been 
brought to confusion by the scale of all activities an 
the interdependence of individua!s which follow fron 
mass production. The factory of the late Mr. Bata, ir 
Czecho-Slovakia, which can turn out sixty millio 
pairs of shoes in a year as the organised product oj 
25,000 workers, is a good example. It is estimate; 
also that American motor works could by themselve 
satisfy twice the present world demand for motor} 
vehicles; and other factories in that country coul 
satisfy four times the present demand for wireles 
apparatus. Even as regards foodstuffs, an appareni 
superabundance seems to form the subject of almos 
universal complaint, and we read of rich produc: 
being burned in several countries, and even here ir 
England numbers of sheep were being sold at a receni 
market for a shilling apiece. 

This superabundance is in part real, but in thi 
main it merely means that those who want the good 
have not the purchasing power available to buy them. 
It has generally been thought that there was not 
enough money available to enable all the goods 
be bought. This plausible theory seems now les 
acceptable ; for in this country, at any rate, the circle 
of abundance has been completed, and there now 
appears to be a glut of money. No doubt that mis 
chievous Puck who plagues economists is anxiousl\ 
watching to see what the financial pundits will do 
about it, having in mind those burning heaps o! 
wheat and coffee. Will he perchance catch the diree- 
tors of the great banks sallying forth on a dark night 
to sink some of the surplus money in the sea, in order 
again to raise its value? If the results were not so seri- 
ous and the misery caused by these dislocations s0 
great, they would present an almost Gilbertian source 
of amusement. 

To the shoemaker there is nothing like leather; and 
from his point of view he is absolutely right. Perhaps 
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that is wy to me it seems that what the world is in 
need of is MORE PLANNING AND BETTER PLANNING. 

At least this seems clear in regard to our own in- 
dustry, and it is of the activities in this narrower field, 
where perhaps we can see more clearly, that I wish 
to speak. For here it is but too evident that unem- 
ploymen does not spring from overproduction, or 
from wait of demand; but purely from an incapacity 
to take advantage of the situation. What a splendid 
opportunity is afforded by the 250,000 available 
operatis es, skilled in all branches of the work, to over- 
take some of the enormous arrears in building which 
must be overtaken before we can say that our people 
generally have decent homes to live in, and efficient 
factories to workin. ‘Taking this view we intend to 
proceed with the building of our own new institute 
and the revised plans will I hope be ready for in- 
spection at Our next meeting. 

In dealing with those who had no work in our own 
profession we were brought to realise that unemploy- 
ment might afford an opportunity, and need not be 
merely a disaster. ‘The Committee which have dealt 
with this matter under the able leadership of Mr. 
Maurice Webb, have treated unemployment, not 
only as a misfortune to be alleviated, but as a valu- 
able opportunity to secure the performance of some 
very useful work which would otherwise have re- 
mained undone. Records and drawings of disap- 
pearing architectural treasures from past ages have 
been made; and a wide and detailed survey of Lon- 
don and its buildings has brought to light and re- 
corded in precise illustration, the terrible confusion of 
business, industry, dwellings and slums, which has 
been allowed to grow up for want of planning. 

Through the great generosity of Mr. Greville 
Montgomery, the funds subscribed by our own 
members for carrying on this survey have been 
augmented, and this most valuable work is being 
pursued. It is demonstrating beyond question the 
urgent need for action; is indicating the nature 
of the action required; and is laying the first 
foundation upon which the replanning of the cen- 
tral area of this city can be based. 

Surely it would be well if the unemployed gene- 
rally were helped to replace their enforced idleness 
by useful occupation, making things for their own 
use or doing something of value for the community. 

The detailed figures of the 1931 Census now 
being published do but confirm the conclusions to 
which the survey points. These have been examined 
by the Committee on Slum Clearance appointed 
by this Institute last session, under the able 


chairmanship of Major Harry Barnes, who has for 
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many years devoted his attention to this problem. 
In an interim report they reveal that although there 
has been a decrease of 87,520 in the total population 
of the County of London, this affords little relief 
to house room, owing to the fact that the decrease 
in the number of children is far greater, so that there 
has actually been an increase of 157,916 in the adult 
population, and of 59,000 in the number of separate 
families. 

While they record with satisfaction that there has 
been some diminution of the average room density 
and in the number of people living two or more 
persons per room, there has actually been an in- 
crease in the number of people living at a density 
exceeding three to a room. The increase in the pro- 
portion of adults to children adds to the seriousness 
of these figures. Moreover, the number of struc- 
turally separate dwellings available for each hundred 
separate families has continued to diminish. To-day 
litthe more than one-third of the families in the 
County of London enjoy the elementary advantage 
of the separate occupation of a dwelling or flat which 
was built, or has even been converted, for separate 
occupation. This seems to indicate that something 
like two-thirds of us in this great city are forced 
to clothe our family life in a part only of some cast- 
off dwelling once built for more well-to-do pre- 
decessors. What is true of London is true in less 
measure of all our great towns, though I think none 
of them approach the London figure in regard to the 
occupation by several families of dwellings originally 
built for one family only. 

It is a fact somewhat startling to realise, that two- 
thirds of the house property in the county of London 
has thus degenerated from the purpose for which it 
was built, and has not even been converted for its 
new purpose. If the converted dwellings were also 
counted, the proportion thus degenerated from the 
use for which they were originally designed would 
be still higher. 

The survey which has been carried out goes far 
to explain the reason. Area after area which was 
once a good residential quarter has been adversely 
affected, either by unsuitable adjacent development, 
or by the intrusion of buildings of a class, or for a 
purpose, which tends to deteriorate the value of 
residential property. 

Clearly changes must take place in an expanding 
city, but the haphazard manner in which develop- 
ment has hitherto taken place, without any general 
plan or guidance, seems to result in spreading the 
effects of such change over the widest area and the 
longest time possible. 
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It is inconceivable that foresight in planning, 


and care in zoning and the preservation of amenities, 


could not prevent such universal deterioration of 


value, and bring the changes about more rapidly 
when the time was ripe. 

Bad as this sporadic spreading must be for 
economy of property value, and for efficiency in 
industry; costly as such a mix-up of buildings must 
be for distributive commerce, they are far worse 
because of the living conditions which result for 
those who must dwell and work in such a congestion 
and muddle of ill-assorted uses. 

It is not my purpose to-day to exaggerate the 
defects with which we are faced, or to strike a note 
of pessimism. Indeed, looking back now over some 
50 vears of interest in the questions of housing and 
town improvement, I gladly recognise that great 
progress has been made. If the progress in that 
period be contrasted with the previous century 
during which so great an extent of bad development 
took place, then the progress must seem very great. 

The normal working class housing 50 years ago 
consisted of serried rows of dreary dwellings built 
up to the street line in front, and having behind 
only space for a small backyard. An unsavoury 
ashpit was too often the only object to relieve the 
view from the kitchen window. That tvpe of develop- 
ment has at least been killed. The folly of it was 
inconceivable. It was actually more costly per 
dwelling for development than the open building 
which has taken its place. We can legitimately 
rejoice that something over one and a half millions 
of families, who might otherwise have been con- 
demned to such hovels, have been provided with 
improved homes in dwellings built for their separate 
occupation. The great majority of them have little 
garden plots; small indeed, but at least large enough 
to secure ample light and air, to add virtually an 
open-air room to the dwelling, and to aflord an 
opportunity to grow some produce and something 
pleasant to look upon from the windows. 

This is not all of the improvement. the 
first Town Planning Bill was passed in 1909, a very 
much larger proportion of the rapidly developing 
areas round our towns has been brought under 
control, and its development based on some definite 
plan. Moreover, in two Garden Cities and several 
other smaller schemes, a more complete and satis- 
factory type of development for good living has been 
demonstrated. There the new technique of planning 
for new well-equipped and generally self-contained 
units of development has been tested. Each of 
such units can have a character of its own, and 
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can offer opportunities for pleasant and © tury 
living far exceeding those that are availo 
the vast east-ends or straggling suburbs of o 
towns. 

It is no exaggeration to say that the great 1. joriy 
of town planners here and abroad have bee: mor 
and more realising that the mere planning 0} tree, 


in endless extensions of building land, lid 
hemming, in existing towns, is not the best «ay t 
go to work, however ample a_ provision © open 
spaces may be planned upon this limitless back. 


ground of potential building land. We are all to-day 
secking to approach this problem of town or revional 
planning from the opposite point of view. We ar 
secking rather to design an appropriate pattern o| 
compact units of development, laid out on a secur 
and protected background of open land, in which 
the beauty of rural surroundings and the charm of 
country life may be preserved. 

We are convinced that in this type of planning 
we are not really running contrary to any general 
trend, but are finding a rational form of expression, 
for what at present is irrationally sought by vast 
numbers of people. Indeed, the zeal with which 
hundreds of thousands go out from London and 
other large towns, seeking homes amidst the plea- 
sures of country life, is only equalled by the blind. 
ness with which they destroy the sources of such 
pleasures, and the extent of the country which their 
irrational and sporadic development desecrates. 

When, however, full credit has been allowed for 


the progress and improvement so far made, we must 


admit that little more has been done than to provide 
improved accommodation for the increase of our 
people, leaving the old urban populations. still 
living in the degraded and muddled conditions 
which were inherited from the nineteenth century. 
Though a few of the worst slums have been cleared, 
little progress has been made towards any general 


. . } 
clearing up of this old mess. For anyone who knows 


the conditions of life as they exist and can realise 
what conditions might well be created in then 
place, it is difficult not to be very impatient with the 
slow progress. Perhaps much more rapid improve- 
ment could not reasonably be expected. Clearly, 
much preparatory work was needed before effective 
steps towards replanning and_ rebuilding were 
possible. 

Pressure had first to be relieved by the greater 
expansion of town areas and increased building 
outside. The technique of providing for industrial 
recentralisation, in addition to the decentralising 
of the people, had also to be worked out. Now we 
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know th.t better and more efficient opportunities 
for indus ry can be provided in the well-equipped 
industria! area of a satellite unit than in the con- 
vested ciiv. Such areas can be equipped with all 
the conveniences and services which minister to 
mass proiuction and to the rapid distribution of the 
products: and in them an adequate reserve of indus- 
trial and other population can be provided for, near 
at hand. (o operate the industries and to form a unit 
of complete social life. 

Moreover, there was needed the power to replan 
the badly built and decayed areas of our towns. This 
has now been conferred upon our local authorities by 
the new Fown and Country Planning Act. Replan- 
ning must obviously be the basis of any sound re- 
construction, and this necessary preliminary is now 
provided for. We have trained architects and town 
planners ready to tackle this problem. Our munici- 
palities have during the last decade acquired skill 
and experience in house building and develop- 
ment. There has thus grown up a widespread or- 
ganisation ready to tackle the more difficult job of 
central reconstruction, 

One other condition favourable to progress can be 
menuoned with great satisfaction. We have a build- 
ing industry more united and more conscious of the 
value of union, more alive to its responsibility and 
iv the part it has to play, and more ready to pull 
together than ever before. I suggest to vou, therefore, 
that the time is now ripe for a great united effort to 
be made to clear up the dreadful areas of our towns, 
where slums, congestion and confusion abound, and 
where even the minimum of amenities is lacking. It 
isa big task, but I am convinced that it is well within 
our power if we will only make up our minds to tackle 
itas we have tackled many another great task. Over 
one quarter of a million men, trained for this work 
and only too ready to start, are now eating out their 
hearts in enforced idleness, and their maintenance is 
costing something like £80 in respect of each dwell- 
ing that is not built. The materials can nearly all be 
found and made at home in unlimited quantities. 
Even the credit needed to finance the buildings until 
they are up and paying some revenue, is plentiful, 
ata price lower than ever before. In fact, to quote 
the old tag, **We have the men, we have the bricks, 
we have the money, too!” 

Moreover, building, being essentially a home in- 
dustry, has the great advantage that its activity is 
liable, less than almost any other, to disturb the 
equanimity of the gold standard, foreign exchange, 
the balance of trade, or any other of those mysteri- 
ous gods or demons, on whose caprices so many other 
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industries seem to depend. We cannot excuse our 
inaction on account of the decrees of these deities. 
What, then, prevents us from using for this purpose 
the margin of man power which we clearly have 
available with modern methods of production, 
over and above that required to keep us well sup- 
plied with the necessaries of life? This man power 
could win and manufacture the materials here at 
home, and build them up into the new houses, 
planned and designed to create efficient and beauti- 
ful cities. In doing so they would be creating per- 
manent revenue earning capital assets, equal in value 
to the greater part, if not the whole, of the expenditure 
incurred. I do not overlook the fact that slum clear- 
ance hitherto has involved heavy expense in cost of 
land and compensation, quite apart from the new 
buildings. As to these costs I will only make one or 
two comments. At worst they involve merely a re- 
distribution of claims on our wealth among our- 
selves, what some pay others gain: the total is not 
diminished, and it is easy to exaggerate the influence 
of such redistributions on our social economy. 

Hitherto slum clearance has been carried out 
piecemeal and little advantage has been obtained 
from replanning. Under the new powers recently 
conferred, slum clearance will be an item taking its 
place in a great improvement plan. When one con- 
templates the extent of waste and inefficiency caused 
by the present muddle, the depreciation of intelli- 
gence and energy in the workers reared in the slums, 
the extent of possible improvement suggests that the 
replanning and rebuilding of large areas, so far from 
involving any real loss, may on the contrary create 
tangible values exceeding the cost. If there were 
thrown into the scales any allowance for the social 
values, there can be little doubt on which side the 
beam would dip, and dip emphatically. 

Be that as it may, here is a great task, and I do seri- 
ously suggest that the doing of it would redound both 


to the present and future prosperity and welfare of 


this country to an extent quite incalculable. To me 
it seems no less than a clear duty that we should 
devote our spare labour, our energies and surplus 
moncy during the next decade or two to the definite 
replanning and rebuilding of those areas of our 
towns which at present are a disgrace to our 
civilisation, 

Perhaps some of you may be tempted to ask why 
I have ventured on this occasion to address this 
appeal to my brother architects, many of whom have 
devoted their attention and their lives to fine archi- 
tecture and to its creation. There are many reasons. 
Our economic life is visibly suffering from a creeping 
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paralysis, and we suffer with it. Here is a most whole- 
some stimulus, far more likely to arrest the rot than 
the faint-hearted aggravations of inaction which hide 
their futility behind the reputable banner of economy. 

There are, moreover, rumours of insidious attacks 
upon the modest standards in housing which have 
been set, and the conditions and organisations which 
alone have enabled these improved standards to be 
realised. Singled out for attack is the reduced den- 
sity of dwellings which has been generally adopted. 
This it was which justified considerable change in the 
character, and real economy in the cost, of street 
works; it has constituted the most substantial im- 
provement in amenity which has been secured in 
post-war houses; on balance it has probably cost the 
country nothing; and has added substantially to the 
rent-paying capacity of the tenants through the value 
of the garden produce. 

The importance of good housing for all is so great 
that I for one will gladly welcome assistance from any 
source, even from those who have hitherto been too 
much occupied with providing the more prosperous 
sections of the public with dwellings to attend to the 
humbler branches of housing. The condition of their 
welcome is, however, quite clear; they must provide as 
good a dwelling at as low a rent as those can now do 
who have borne the heat of the day in the strenuous 
struggle which has been going on since 1919 to pro- 
vide the more humble classes of the community with 
decent housing. Private enterprise makes a strong 
appeal to architects and to the building industry; but 
the widespread cesecration of the countryside by 
much of the reces:t sporadic building, is a sufficient 
reason for us to scrutinise very carefully new pro- 
posals which might lead to the same gentlemen who 
have worked this havoc being turned loose on urban 
housing with no better architectural guidance or 
control. 

Mr. Keen, to whom this Institute owes so much, 
has set out for us here the record of one of the many 
beautiful villages which our fathers left for our de- 
light. Too many are being ruined by this sporadic 
building. It is well that sketch records of their 
charm should be preserved. 

By all means let all who can do the work well come 
in and help ; but not on terms of undoing the pro- 
gress that has been made, or lowering the standard 
that has been established. The Minister of Health 
has given a handsome testimonial to the efficiency of 
much of the housing work for which local authori- 
ties have been responsible. He said recently that 
many authorities building by contract could now pro- 
vide cottages at £350 all in, and let them with no 


I2 Novemb: 1932 


charge on rates or taxes at 8s. per week. It would a 
indeed seem folly to check the working of such eff. 
cient machinery, until some alternative, working side 
by side, had proved, if not superiority, at least yp. 
questionable equality in the work. The mere ‘aking 
of work from building contractors to give it to specu. 
lative builders presents no special attraction. 

There are, however, reasons more general in char. é 
acter and perhaps more personal in their appeal to 
this audience. Whatever may have been the case in), 
past times, in societies based on slavery or other form” Ml p 
of subjugated classes, it is my firm belief that in a free py, 
country there can be no permanent development of 
great architecture except it springs from wide ‘spread §) Ray 

care for order and realisation of the meaning of) {ron 
amenity among the people, leading to a generally and 
shared power to appreciate that which is be autiful, 9's 
I ask, what possible interest in architecture, much |" 
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less appreciation of it, can be expected on the part - 
of families doomed to exist in one room, perhaps the oda 


third floor back of a worn-out dwelling, built nearly 7 po 
100 years ago for some better off tradesman, but now 
decayed inside and congested with many families; | the 
and outside surrounded by factories and warehouses | go¢ 
excluding the light, congesting the streets, and too 
often filling the atmosphere with noisome fumes? [| He 
The home is the unit of our society. A minimum |“ 
of decent comfort and amenity in the home is, 1 | “" 


believe, the first and most urgent need as much for . 
social progress and stability, as for the development ‘i 
of interest in any form of beauty. Until that mini- | 4, 
mum is secured for all our families, there can be no gi 


stable basis for the social superstructure; and the F do 
growth of culture or art must wither, being poisoned J tiv 
at the roots. th 

Finally, the carrying out of this great work is F 
largely our job. As architects or as members of the | ™ 


great building industry we must provide the special : 
knowledge, the skilled labour and the materials; we Ms 
must together evolve the technique and the means. [ ,, 

In this class of work we may recognise that few for- a 
tunes will be made: but the days when the amassing h 
of individual fortunes could be regarded as a neces- ta 
sary social function, or as offering the chief, or indeed F \ 
an adequate stimulus to the best work ; or when such al 
aims could completely satisfy the aspirations of men, e 
are passing away. 

Here is a great work of replanning and recon- . 
structing to be done, of undoubted urgency, and of F 
incalculable value to our day, and to future genera- 3 
tions. I am confident that calling upon those who 
govern our country and administer our cities to give t 


us the opportunity to get on with the work, we asa fF c 
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~ united building industry shall tackle it with our whole bers of one body, which must flourish or languish as 
energy and our best skill, as one to which it will be a — one whole. We can no more work separated from 
§ privilege for us to contribute each in our appro- — that whole, or our architecture flourish in a sick 
priate capacity. This task we cannot afford to society, than can use and beauty be separated in our 
‘neglect; jor we, our work and our art are parts of designs, orexpression flourish byignoring construction 
> the community in which we live. We are all mem- __ in our buildings. 
f Thank 
3 Vote o anks 
= Tue RT. HON. W. G. A. ORMSBY-GORE, P.C., dent’s sentences in his address that the word, we might 
VP. (H.M. First Commissioner of Works): Mr. almost say the goddess, of Economy is going to follow 
President, ladies and gentlemen, It is a real honour and the way of D.O.R.A. and Mrs. Grundy and other un- 
) pleasure to be asked to move a vote of thanks to Sir popular female figures. 
§) Raymond Unwin for an address which certainly came But be careful. Just as all you architects know that 
> from his heart. I think he enjoyed writing that address every material has its own inherent laws which man 
and having, once more, the opportunity of reminding cannot alter, so, unfortunately, it is perfectly clear that 
this audience and this country that what we are in money, which we think of as the creation of man, has 
need of to-day is more planning and better planning. its own inherent laws, and that those laws have to be 
[am very glad he did not use the word “integration.” obeyed, though it is clear we do not know yet very clearly 
“Planning” may not be altogether an Anglo-Saxon what they are. But, like primitive man in his approach 
word, but we are getting into the habit, in the House of to Nature, we have from time to time an uncanny 
Commons, of using the word “integration”? when “‘plan- instinct that those laws which are inherent have got to 
ning’ is quite as good. We are all agreed, I think, that be respected and propitiated, and that, in fact, we have 
the old days of what was called Jaisser faire had gone for to pull up short, because we go on to ruin if we do not. 
good, and at the last General Election only one Member But because you have pulled up short necessarily to 


in the British House of Commons was returned—Austin 
Hopkinson—who was still a believer in the full Man- 
chester School, and in the complete virtue of the Dar- 
winian theory of Natural Selection. And, accordingly, 
those ideas are gone, and we live in a time when all are 
agreed that there has got to be planning. What we are 
all disputing about is, who is going to do the planning? 
And, of course, it is perfectly true that—if I may be for- 
given this attack upon democracy—the architects would 
do it rather better than some of the elected representa- 
tives of the people, whether in Local Authorities or in 
the central Government. But, on the whole, it is desirable 
that the architects should have the enthusiasm for plan- 
ning, that they should have all the ideas as to how it 
should be done, and that there should be a certain 
element of what is called ‘lay”’ control. 

The President—he will forgive me for saying this— 
had an easy task in making fun of the financiers and the 
economists, and it is perfectly clear that both those people 
have really got to go to school again. I remember being 
taught a very large number of things by the Warden of 
New College, who was my tutor and afterwards Ministe1 
of Education and, therefore, I suppose, knows all about 
it, on the subject of economics when I was at Oxford 
and learning all about supply and demand, Ricardo’s 
theory of rent, and so on. But all that seems to have been 
blown sky high by the observed facts, at any rate, by 
facts of the last two years. I think the best story about 
economists is that the Government asked six of the lead- 
ing economists of the country to advise them on a par- 
ticular point, and they produced seven reports. It is 
clear from the applause which greeted one of the Presi- 


prevent calamity, you must not think you are always on 
the edge of the precipice and lose courage. That was the 
most attractive feature of the President’s Address, its 
courage. He does look forward to a time, and that soon, 
when a more determined effort will be made, first to 
educate public opinion, then to get that public opinion 
to act in the matter of clearing up some of the nineteenth 
century mess. And I think we can all say, whatever our 
views on economy or anything else, that we heartily 
agree with him in the hope that he will succeed. 

Let me say one thing in that connection. It is clear 
that a great deal of educational work has got to be done. 
I have never served on a Local Authority, or had any- 
thing to do with Local Authorities, but I hear a certain 
amount about Local Authorities, and Local Authorities, 
far more than the House of Lords, are the Second Cham- 
ber in the Government of this country, and have been 
all through our history. Those of you who have read 
Trevelyan’s First Chapter of his History of the Reign of 
Queen Anne will remember how the Grand Juries held 
up all the reforms which Parliament saw fit to pass. 
And, whatever a central Government may do, whatever 
Town and Country Planning Acts are passed, however 
zealous may be the Minister of Health who deals with 
housing and those matters, unless he has not merely the 
nominal support or the following of the Local Authori- 
ties, but the active and keen support of the public opinion 
upon which those Local Authorities rest, he will not be 
able to do very much. We, rightly or wrongly—I think, 
rightly in this country, though I do not say it is a pro- 
position of universal application—are a democracy, that 
is to say, we are governed by the mass of the people 
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expressing themselves through the vote. Therefore, Surely architecture has an intensely important jvsitio, @ Th 
Governments have to obey the great mass of the people in that connection alone, and I think that architecy 7 [ tha 
and their will. Any Local Authority, therefore, depends, should have an understanding and an appreciatio:) of the @ hiael 
ultimately, upon the sanction of the body politic. importance of their contribution to modern life. | migh 7 pane a 
The only way you can get at the body politic is by myself have had a smack at architects, as within ‘\ie lay @ for th 
education; it is only by getting your point of view across five years I have built for myself a small house. But jy 7 to ou 
the man in the street that you will get the reforms which that house the architect made no mistakes—(*Naiie” — | feel, 
you seck effectively carried out. In this country we dis- except that the cost was about 50 per cent. more than | @ reps 
like dictatorships however benevolent. intended. But when I look at architects and then look ay : a 
I sincerely hope that the moves forward in the direc- clients I realise that clients are infinitely the worse & pette 
tions the President has indicated will become the active of the two. Clients are to architects much as parents B what 
concern of the democracy of this country, because it is are to children, almost a blot on an otherwise perfec | | 
quite clear that we now have sufficient experience to world. Dr. . 
show that the nineteenth century way of doing things was In Sir Raymond Unwin I venture to suggest that the net 
bad, and even what we have done in this country since profession and the Institute has a very remarkable Presi- jhe | 
the War is definitely better, whether from the purely dent; his breadth of view is so tremendously valuable to | spon 
economic point of view—which I agree is not the only the profession; he is so widely known, not only among J) 4 ¢ 
point of view—and certainly from the social and national architects, but also among all other decent people. His 7 of th 
points of view. love of beauty, his intense interest in the preservation of the f 
Therefore it is with the greatest pleasure that I con- beautiful things, are a national concern, and you, ladies from 
gratulate Sir Raymond Unwin on his continued vigour, and gentlemen, have surely done honour to yourselves in | \fed 


his continued enthusiasm, and his continued determina- 
tion to get the whole body of British architects behind 
him in pressing forward reforms and bringing about a 
better state of things in this country. 

The RT. HON. LORD MARLEY, D.S.C., D.L., 
J.P.: I, also, feel very pleased to have the opportunity of 
seconding this vote of thanks to Sir Raymond Unwin. | 
wondered why you chose outsiders for this task, and par- 
ticularly I wondered why you chose politicians, who 
have done such an unfortunate amount of harm in the 
past. I thought the reason might be that you could 
expose their nakedness before the whole body of archi- 
tects, and so ensure that you would have a new Social 
Order in the near future. On the other hand, it may be 
that outsiders were selected for this duty in order that 
architectural nonentities—and I, naturally, do not in- 
clude Mr. Ormsby-Gore in that as First Commissioner of 
Works—that architectural nonentities may perform the 
task of teaching their grandmother how to suck eggs. And 
I suppose one must be doing something of that sort in 
proposing and seconding a vote of thanks. I do think 
that the profession of architecture is suffering from an in- 
feriority complex. When you consider that architecture 
is the second oldest profession in the world—and in that 
connection I was surprised to find that there are no 
women on your Council—it seems that not enough is 
made of that intensely important position. And I sup- 
pose that architecture is the second most important pro- 
fession in the world. I agree with Ormsby-Gore in that: 
I would put the teaching profession as the most impor- 
tant. But, of course, architecture is far and away the most 
important of the old type of profession. Compare it with 
the Church, almost purely parasitic; compare it with the 
law, a sheer waste of the people’s money; compare it 
with those professions in which a mistake can be hidden 
away in a studio, in a back garden, anywhere. But a mis- 
take in architecture lies as a blot on the earth for years. 


having him as your President. It is my privilege to serve | 
with him at the present moment on a Committee which 

is enquiring into Garden Cities. It sounds an odd thing, | 
in these days of economy, that we should be enquiring | 
into the subject of Garden Cities; nevertheless, as Ormsby- 
Gore says, we shall not permanently live in this Slough 
of Despond; some day, when the electorate wakes up, we 
shall emerge. Then it will come about that the work of 
people like Sir Raymond Unwin will live in a new crea- 
tive genius which will beautify and benefit the world. As 
I have said, Sir Raymond is not only known from an 
architectural point of view, but also his work nationally 
in connection with the encouragement of building of 
houses, his deep feeling for unemployed building trades 
operatives—of whom there are at the present moment in 
building and construction works 370,000—his realisation 
of the unnecessary suffering in families without houses on 
the one hand, and unemployed workers wanting to build 


them on the other, and his insistence on our realisation of 
that dis-equilibrium, surely make him of immense value 
to the nation in his nation-wide work. And internation- 
ally, too, for he has told you in his address that he stands 
for world-planning. 

Some time ago I spent two months in Russia, and the 
only two English names I heard mentioned over there 
were Commander Locker-Lampson and Sir Raymond 
Unwin. In a country which, with its determination to 
house, and house beautifully, its millions upon millions of 
people and to build national and municipal buildings 
which shall be worthy of a great nation, in a land which, 
therefore, must be an architect’s paradise, it is, indeed, an 
honour that they should turn for help and guidance to 
men like Sir Raymond Unwin in their great task. 

I want, with the greatest sincerity, I assure you, to 
second this vote of thanks to Sir Raymond Unwin, and, 
with that, to say I think the Royal Institute of British 
Architects is itself to be congratulated on having as its 
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Le 


president a man who is doing so much for this nation 


of ours 


The PRESIDENT: My Lords, ladies and gentlemen, 
| thank \ou very sincerely for the very cordial way in 
which you have received my somewhat solemn and seri- 
ous address. I also thank you, the Mover and Seconder, 
for the very Valuable contributions which you have made 
io our eve ning’s considerations. I hope that we shall all 
feel, as 1 ‘ink you have both agreed, that a good deal of 
preparatory work has now been done, and that we may 
take heart and go forward with making this country a 
better country for all the people who live in it; that is 
what we want. I thank you. 

| should like to say that we have with us to-night 
Dr. John Pearson, a Fellow of this Institute, one of the 
most distinguished of Canadian architects, and head of 
the famous firm of Darling and Pearson. He was re- 
sponsible for the design of the new Parliament buildings 
at Ottawa. Dr. Pearson was for many years a colleague 
ofthe late Frank Darling, the brilliant Canadian who was 
the first architect from the Dominions overseas to receive 
from the Royal Institute of British Architects the Gold 
Medal for Architecture; this was awarded to him in 1916. 
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I thought you would like to know that Dr. Pearson is with 
us tonight. 

Dr. JOHN A. PEARSON [F.] of Toronto: Mr. Presi- 
dent, my Lords, ladies and gentlemen, I consider myself 
fortunate to be in London at this time and to be present 
at the Inaugural meeting of this Institute and to have 
heard Sir Raymond Unwin’s address. Were it a con- 
dition that the incumbent of the office of President dur- 
ing his term should visit some of the\Dominions overseas, 
I am sure he would be accorded a sincere and hearty 
welcome. Mr. President of the Royal Institute of British 
Architects, I am commissioned to convey to you the 
greetings of the Royal Architectural Institute of 
Canada. 

The PRESIDENT: I have already referred to the 
drawings by Mr. Arthur Keen which are exhibited in 
another room. And I would like also to draw your atten- 
tion to the 200 drawings exhibited in this gallery; they 
are part of a magnificent collection of just over 1,500 
drawings of M. Georges Bouet, a French archeologist of 
the nineteenth century, which Mr. R. Fielding Dodd, a 
Fellow of this Institute, has recently presented to the 
Institute. 


From a Drawinc By GEORGES BOvVET 
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O honour the memory of Sir Christopher Wren, 

many thousands gathered in St. Paul’s Cathedral 

on the afternoon of Thursday, 20 October. 
The Lord: Mayor attended in state and the Cathedral 
clergy were headed by the Bishop of London and the 
Dean of St. Paul’s. 

More impressive than the presence there of the 
representatives of the great learned societies was the 
vast throng of general public, who without the distinc- 
tion of reserved seats, and without the possible con- 
sciousness that they were the heirs of Wren’s genius, 
chose to come through the “‘mizzling” rain, as Evelyn 
would have called it, to take part in this mass eulogy. 
Yet if this was impressive it was not perhaps surprising. 
Christopher Wren is not now, and never has been, the 
hero of a sect or the peculiar prophet of one set of 
learned men. More than any great figure of our past 
Wren has entered in a very true way into the lives of 
Englishmen. The great amateur—and amateurs are 
always at a premium—the architect and scientist, the 
humanist and a paragon of behaviour in free-living age 
all these provide points enough for public sentiment 
to lay hold on and for which to give thanks, in the words 
of this special prayer, ‘‘for the singular gifts which 
Thou didst bestow upon Thy servant, Christopher 
Wren.” 

Though we were all honouring 
Alexander emphasised in his sermon, who was master 
in all that he essayed, it was without doubt Wren the 
architect who was uppermost in all minds; and in the 
architect we can see gathered all the attainments of this 
“incomparable genius,” the adventurous scientist, the 
man of sensibility and the practical man of affairs; 
the whole given coherence by the singularity of his 
character. “‘It was impossible,” said Canon Alexander, 
“to ignore the fact that his work was based on his 
character, and his character upon his religion.” 

The service, which began with the singing in pro- 
cession of the hymn ‘‘Blessed City, Heavenly Salem,” 
included the beautiful anthem by Byrd, Wren’s con- 
temporary, ‘‘Sing Joyfully unto God our Strength,” 
expressing a joylulness that was rightly the dominant 
note of the service, and a lesson {rom Haggai **. .. and the 
glory of this latter house shall be greater than of the 
former, saith the Lord of Hosts, and in this place will 
I give peace, saith the Lord of Hosts.”’ There was also 
included a prayer from the service for the dedication 
of the choir in 1697. 

Canon Alexander, in his address, spoke of the back- 
ground of Wren’s genius, his nobility of character, and 


one, as Canon 


THE ROYAL INSTITUTE 


OF BRITISH ARCHITECTS 


12 Novembe, 10 


The Tercentenary of Sir Christopher Wren’s Birth 


PAUL’S CATHEDRAL 


in particular of his work at St. Paul’s, and of the rece; 
restoration. many generations,” he conclude 
“the Cathedral would stand on its foundations, hallowe 
by the memories and aspirations of more than thirte 
centuries—the pride of our race, the centre of our worshj 
and the enduring monument of the man to whem, ; 
his birthday, we offered the tribute of our gratitud 
and our reverence.” 

At the close of the service a deputation, representatiy: 
of the various bodies present at the service, passed 1 
the Crypt, where wreaths were laid and tributes pai, 
to the Memory of Sir Christopher Wren. Sir Willian 
Llewellyn, P.R.A., laid a wreath on behalf of the Roya 
Academy; Baron Erik Palmstierna, the Swedish Ministe: 
on behalf of Svenska Arkitektf6renigen; and then §; 
Raymond Unwin laid the R.1.B.A. wreath; and furthy 
wreaths from La_ Société Centrale des Architecte 
France), the Architectural League of New York 
the Akademisk-Architekt Forening (Denmark), L 
Société des Architectes Diplomés par le Gouvernmer: 
(Francais), and the St. Paul’s Ecclesiological Societ 
Dr. T. A. Pearson, F.R.I.B.A., of Toronto, laid 
wreath on behalf of the Architects of Canada. 

Sir Raymond also paid tributes on behalf of man 
architectural societies from all over the world. Thes 
included the Hungarian Society of Engineers anc 


Architects, the Architectural League of New York} 


the Sindacato Nazionale Fascista digli Archtet 
(Italy), La Société Centrale d’Architecture 4 


Belgique, the Sociedad 
(Madrid), and _ the 


Central de  Arquitecto 
following allied societies of th 
R.I.B.A.: The Royal Institute of the Architects | 
Western Australia, the Institute of South Africar 
Architects, the East African Institute of Architects, th 
Orange Free State Institute of Architects, and the Cap 
Institute of Architects. 

After the official ceremony a wreath was laid by 
a small boy, the eldest son of Sir Edwyn Hoskyns 
Dean of Corpus Christi College, Cambridge, who + 
one of the few people alive who can claim relationshi 
to Sir Christopher Wren. 

In addition to the R.I.B.A., the following learnec 
societies were represented at the service: The Roya 
Academy, by Sir William Llewellyn and many othe! 
Academicians; the Royal Society, by its president. 
Sir Frederick Hopkins, and some 30 Fellows; th 
Royal Astronomical Society, by the Astronomer Roya. 
and other members; ‘The London Society, by its president. 
Lord Crawford of Balcarres; and the Wren Society. 
by Mr. Arthur T. Bolton and Mr. Duncan Hendry. 


(A list of the wreaths and tributes is given on page 29) 
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Drawings by Georges Bouet 


RECENTLY PRESENTED TO THE R.1.B.A. 


(hrovzhout the ninety-eight years of its existence the 
R.L.B.A. library has depended almost solely on gifts from 


members for the continual enrichment of its collection of 


Tue Town Gate, BERNE. 


drawings. That this tradition of generosity is by no means 
dead is sufficiently evidenced by a number of important 
presentations which have been made during the past few 
months. 

Those who came to the Inaugural meeting last Monday 
saw round the meeting room almost 200 drawings by a 
French nineteenth-century architectural draughtsman, 
Georges Bouet, which form a part of a collection of over 
1,500 superb pencil and water-colour drawings that have 


Georges 


BY MR. R. FIELDING DODD, F.R.1.B.A. 

recently been presented to the R.I.B.A. by Mr. R. Field- 
ing Dodd, F.R.I.B.A. We have been able to find out very 
little about Bouet, who is not mentioned in any of the 


Bouet [actual size of drawing] 


French biographical dictionaries; probably he was so 
busy making his beautiful drawings that he had no time 
to become a man of the highest fame in his profession as 


an archeologist. he majority of his published literary 


work appeared in the ‘fifties and ’sixties of the last century 
in the Bulletin Monumental, the journal of the “Société 
Frangaise d’Archéologie pour la conservation et la de- 
scription des Monuments.”’ Bouet was Inspecteur de la 
Société Frangaise d’Archéologie and a Member of the 
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Institut des Provinces. On Amo 
his work he travelled widely archi 
in France and the neigh- Stree 

bouring countries, drawing what 
charming trifles wherever he altho 
went, with a lively sym- posit 

pathy for architectural quali- all d 

ties and a romantic fervour have 
that is practically never sub- f. stanc 

dued by an almost incredi- h agree 
ble precision of technique. Rusk 

In this number of the A 
JouRNAL are reproductions altho 

of a few of the drawings, tions 

but no reproductions can He s¢ 

give an adequate idea of Purit 

their vigorous delicacy. spirit 
The R.I.B.A. collection whiel 

includes about 300 draw- lish ¢ 

ings made in Italy, over a spirit 

thousand in France, and that 

about 140 in Germany and but 

Switzerland. prick 

The drawings will be on Shak 

exhibition until Wednesday, Latin 

16 November. was 
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CHATEAU DE GRANDSON nose, 

By Georges Bouet ‘ 
Chis and the drawing above are . 


both reproduced to the same size 
as the originals 
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Reviews 


SIR REGINALD BLOMFIELD’S MEMOIRS#* 


REVIEWED BY A. 
IR REGINALD BLOMFIELD is a good writer 


and « good fighter, qualities which display themselves 

thro: zhout these Vhe first of these qualities 
eoes far } wards the making of the chapters wherein his 
pirth and early nurture are recorded. The second per- 
yades the whole book, tickling the fancy of the wide circle 
of those who know and like him, but probably not com- 
mending itself in the same way to those misguided per- 
sons Whe do not agree with him. ‘There is no need to 
dwell at length on the story of his youth. He appears to 
have been a lad of perhaps wayward and certainly pug- 
nacious disposition, actuated by ambitions higher than 
were appreciated by those around him and who guided 
his studies, and it was not until his years at Oxford that 
he found himself truly comfortable in his outlook. Dur- 
ing this time, and indeed in telling of his later years, 
many names flit through the pages which, familiar 
enough to their immediate acquaintance, here make their 
debut to a wider public. Of many of these and of others 
more generally known, shrewd little character sketches 
are given, some appreciative and some the reverse. 
Among them, taken at random, are names well known to 
architects —Norman Shaw, 'T. G. Jackson, Bodley, Scott, 
Street, Aitchison, Hugh Stannus-——-and one wonders 
what, supposing they were armed with a pen as sharp 
although probably not so skilful as Sir Reginald’s (a sup- 
position which is out of the question, as they are nearly 
all dead), one wonders what these and the rest might 
have to say in return about the sketcher. One criticism 
stands out, however, with which most architects will 
agree, and that is as to the unfortunate influence which 
Ruskin had on the way of regarding architecture. 

A keen critic of others, Sir Reginald will accept, 
although not perhaps with meekness, some mild observa- 
lions on One or two points that occur in his earlier pages. 
He seems to speak rather slightingly of the effect of the 
Puritans on his family history. But surely it is the Puritan 
spirit, shorn of its more extravagant manifestations, 
which has gone farther than anything to form the Eng- 
lish character, steady, just, sincere, loving the right; a 
spirit which, so far, has saved us from the wild upheavals 
that have shaken other countries. Another small point 
but with so doughty an Achilles one is not averse from 
pricking his heel)—he tells us that he was allowed to read 
Shakespeare at Haileybury instead of doing Greek and 
Latin verse. It is a good many years since that grace 
was granted and the memory of Shakespeare’s exact 
words must have lessened, for in referring to Bardolph’s 
nose, Which was notoriously red, it is quoted as a “nose 


* Memoirs of An Architect. By Sir Reginald Blomfield, R.A., M.A. 
London: Macmillan. 1932. 10s. 6d. 


would light a torch in hell.”” Although this description is 
true in substance, Shakespeare put other words than 
these in the mouths of those who described it. 

Through anecdotes of football, golf, shooting, hunting 
and cricket (in respect of which one heartily concurs in 
his desire for a more forceful game than is now practised ), 
through all these recreations, in which he must have 
played a distinguished part, Sir Reginald brings us to his 
career as an architect. He started with travels in France 
and Spain, at first in company with an uncongenial com- 
panion, whom he lets off without castigation. The study 
of the buildings he visited had one curious result, it gave 
him a dislike of Gothic architecture. ‘This is rather odd in 
aman of culture and a historian, for however unsuited to 
modern needs that stvle may be, and however much one 
may dislike the revived Gothic of last century, yet that 
style dominated Europe for centuries, and its finer mani- 
festations are impressive in the highest degree. ‘There is 
a sense of uplift, not untinged with romance, imparted by 
a Gothic cathedral more fully than by any other building, 
and the interior of Westminster Abbey or York Minster 


stirs deeper feelings than even the virile splendour of 


St. Paul’s. 

Returned from his travels the eager young architect 
started in practice for himself, and we hear of many 
country houses where he was called in to deal with the 
building or its garden and where he formed interesting 
friendships with the owners. But of wider appeal are the 
various movements with which he became associated. 
Some of these are finished and done with, others are alive 
to-day. The Art Workers’ Guild was formed with the 
excellent idea of bringing all the arts together, “to place 
artists and crafismen of all sorts in touch with one 
another” and “to find a common standpoint from which 
all the graphic and plastic arts and crafts should be 
approached.”” The present writer was one of the early 
members, and very pleasant meetings were held, but 
memory does not recall the presence of many actual work- 
men. The Guild did good work in bringing architects, 
sculptors and painters together in social fashion as well as 
workers in other callings wherein art played an important 
part. But so far as this writer is concerned, the difficulty 
of getting to the meetings from a long distance led to 
resignation, and the same difliculty besets every architect 
who lives among his work in the provinces; it is almost 
impossible to keep in touch with the minor movements 
pursued in London, and although one knows that the 
Guild is still alive, one hears but little of its activities. 
Blomfield himself, after a lapse in manners by the com- 
mittee, faded from membership, it being moreover the 
fact that he was very busy both in his vocation and other 
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important matters. The Arts and Crafts Society was 
another movement initiated by the restless young men of 
the time, among whom of course was Blomfield. He has 
always been actuated, to his honour be it said, by high 
ideals in regard to architecture; but with this fine quality 
goes its defect, a tendency to be rather scornful and some- 
times even oblivious of the vast mass of mediocrity of 
which the world (not to mention the calling of Archi- 
tecture) is necessarily composed. This tendency showed 
itself in two controversies, one of short duration known as 
“Architecture, a Profession or an Art’; the other only 
recently closed, the Registration of Architects. There is 
no need on the present occasion to revive these controver- 
sies ; let them sleep in peace. ‘This only need be said: 
when the first was at its height it caused the resignation 
from the Institute of several members who could ill be 
spared, among them Blomfield and Newton. But after a 
lapse of years the controversy lost its force and the logic 
of events pointed to a reunion, with the result that most, 
if not all, of those who had resigned came back to the fold, 
and the two mentioned above became in turn Presidents 
of the Institute and must be reckoned among the most 
distinguished of the series of which they were units. With 
regard to the other and more acute controversy, the battle 
has gone against the objectors to Registration, but 
Blomfield retains his old opinions. 

In the midst of these more or less shattering subjects 
perhaps an allusion to a_ passing side-show may be 
allowed. When we went to Paris in May, 1914, in con- 
nection with the exhibition of British Architecture and 
attended the opening banquet, it was followed, as 
Blomfield says, by an unexpected display “no doubt in- 
tended as a compliment to what is claimed to be a learned 
profession.” The young dancing girl who entertained 
that grave and learned audience was not quite so devoid 
of clothing as Blomfield thinks. She wore a flimsy wrap, 
which in the gyrations of the dance displayed more detail 
than British architects might have expected, but she did 
wear something. It seems worth while to mention this in 
the interests of pure architecture. 

When Americans go to Sulgrave Manor, they find 
themselves in a charming rural district, and when they 
visit the object of their pilgrimage, the Washington house, 


TEE 


A REVIEW BY SIR HAROLD 


Mr. Swartwout’s book owes its origin to a statement 


of the French author Montalembert in his Moines 
d’ Occident, printed at Paris in 1877, that 
When we say that the innumerable monastic 


churches scattered over the face of all Europe were 
built by the monks, this statement must be accepted 
in its literal sense, They were, in fact, not only the 
architects, but even the masons of their buildings; 
having drawn up their plans, of which the noble and 


* The Monastic Crafisman. By R. E. Swartwout. Cambridge: Heffer. 
1932. 10s. 6d. 


MEDIEVAL 
BRAKSPEAR, 


they see an ancient manor-house, skilfully recondi ionei Th 
by Sir Reginald and looking out on to a garden laid oy) 
on formal lines, but with a restraint suitable to the size 
the house. Within it there is furniture brought from ely. 
where but carefully chosen to harmonise with the build. 
ing, and the whole effect is quite delightful. Most of the 
money which has gone to produce this has come froy d 
America and it would be ungenerous to insist too strongly fm wher 
on historical facts. But in the interest of these ficts j 
would be well to bear in mind that Sulgrave Manor was} 
Washington occupation for but little over sixty years and 
that the son of the purchaser sold it early in the sever, 
teenth century. More than half of the old house, befor 
it was restored, was built in the eighteenth century, long # 
after the Washingtons had left the county. Sir Reginald @ 
is justified in his surmise that George Washington neve 
heard of the place, for he did not even know anything o} 
his ancestry, and the visions of some enthusiastic visitor 
that he “first showed his unpleasant countenance af A 


Sulgrave,” and that he might even have played with) b 
Shakespeare as a child, must fade in the light of dull dates COU" 
and prosaic facts. ; singl 

Doings too numerous to recount are recorded by Sir ch 
Reginald. Doings in which he delivered smacks right and the d 
left, highly entertaining to the sympathetic, but. on § all 
imagines, not very gratifying to the receivers. In the three fF) ¥48° 


strenuous fights with which he concludes his Memoirs Av 


the saving of the City churches, the struggle over the 7 aclet 
Charing Cross Bridge and the attempt to save Waterloo & chur 
Bridge—he was a doughty champion, bringing to the © Willi 
fray a clarity of statement and force in presenting it which § the 
must be recognised alike by friend and foe. But such is & chur 
the perversity of human nature, so complicated are the F then 
interests involved, so varied are the forces at work, that § ly n¢ 


the problem of the Bridges, at any rate, is still awaiting F woul 
its final solution. As Sir Reginald says in his Preface, he FB cetta 
has spent much of his life in the fray. It is the hope of F natu 
many that this portion of his life may not have been spent In 
in vain. had « 

In all memoirs the writer must of necessity be the B take 
principal figure, and it may safely be said that few & mon! 
memories can have given a more vivid picture of the F labor 
personality of the author than do these. 
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FR. 


skilful design still arouses our admiration, they All 
carried them out with their own hands, and as 2 to M 
general rule, without the assistance of workman & exter 
from outside . . . Even 
Such a statement is so ridiculous to any student oi F '™4 
medieval history that it is hard to believe that any one how 


pe 


could seriously make it, yet the fallacy, like similar one 
romances about cross-legged efligies being Crusaders and Fi. 
drains being underground passages has, as the author F §,<, 


shows, been accepted and quoted even by writers 0 W 
repute. 
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ge The book contains a vast collection of valuable evid- 
ence bearing on the subject and this evidence is con- 
sidered carefully without prejudice both for and against 
m else. ithe theory 

uild- 5) Phe author touches upon the cases where artists, when 
of the they became monks, had to give up their avocation, and 
frome iwhere, in the few cases where monks were artists, such is 


‘ong ecorded as being the exception and not the rule. In 


ioned 
uid o 
size 


“CIS IS dealing with monastic builders he cites the case of the 
Vas vault of the nave of Gloucester, which is definitely re- 
'S ane corded to have been executed by the monks themselves 
“CVE BE because they had no money ; but the record does not say 


| ef re 
long 
vinald 


‘that the vault was designed or even set out by the monks, 
© as if such had been the case it would help to prove that 
"the monks had been trained for the work, as it would 


never BH have been impossible for such a vault to have been de- 
signed by amateurs. 
ris se A case which has not been mentioned in the book is 
with |) the building accounts of Vale Royal Abbey in which are 
dats ‘countless names of the workmen employed and in not a 
© single case is there a cleric or a monk. It was executed 
vy Re 4 in charge of a supervisor to look after the money, under 
t and q the direction of the master of the works, or architect, and 
_ one @ all the men employed were paid at the usual rate of 
three Wages: 
virs-~ Another case, not mentioned by the author, in which 
r the | acleric was apparently the architect is that of the Abbey 
erloo & church at Waverley where ‘in the year 1203 Dan 
o the eg William of Broadwater began to lay the foundations of 
vhich | the new church” and in 1222 ‘‘William the rector of the 
ich s | church of Broadwater of pius memory died, who began 
e the & thenew church of Waverley . . .”> William was certain- 
tha — ly not a monk or he could not have been a rector, nor 
‘iting — would he have been given the title of dominus; he 
e, he — certainly did not give the money for the church, so it is 
pe of F. natural to suppose he must have been the architect. 
spent In connection with the Cistercians certain buildings 


had always to be provided before a colony of monks could 
‘the F take up their residence at a new abbey which, as the 


_few F monks had not arrived on the site, they could not have 

the F laboured on these buildings with their own hands. 
| RURAL 
Tue VitLtAGEs OF By A. RK. Wickham. London: 
Batsford, 1932. 128. 6d. 
Reviewed by E. M. HICK [4] 

they All lovers of the English countryside owe a debt of gratitude 

as af to Mr. A. K. Wickham for committing to pen and paper his 

mat f extensive knowledge of her unsurpassed villages and hamlets. 

Even the philistine into whose hands this book may fall will not 

it of & remain entirely indifferent to their charm. How great it is, and 

one | bow little the average citizen realises it! We see landmarks 

nilar & Pershing on every side and no hand is raised to defend them. 

eer Such books as the one under review have more than a passing 

ns interest: they engender a love for the beautiful, which is the 
thor B first requisite if the tide of destruction is to be arrested. 

rs 0! With reference to the Introduction, one might say that the 


haphazard growth of the village is the source of its charm; and 


Another matter the author has not touched upon to 
prove his case is the evidence of the buildings themselves. 
There is in the west of England a number of buildings 
erected at the end of the twelfth century which are so 
similar in technical detail that they must have originated 
from a common source. This peculiar work is found in 
cathedrals, Benedictine abbeys, an Augustinian priory, 
and in a number of parish churches, all of which build- 
ings could not possibly have been executed by the same 
monks, if they had been employed. 

A later case is that similar templates were used for 
work in St. Mary’s Abbey in York and in the canons’ 
house at Watton ; and yet another, the earlier clerestory 
windows at Malmesbury are identical with part of the 
north transept window at Exeter. 

It is gratifying to find that the author accepts the 
position of architect as the diviser of the complete build- 
ing, and does not try to make out that the building grew 
from the ground without the aid of general drawings. He 
rather jeers at the drawings of the period, but forgets that 
no working drawings are in existence through the fact 
that they were made on tracing boards which were 
re-used for other works when the particular job was 
finished. Though he refers to the supervisor of a building, 
he hardly makes enough out of this important post. Such 
post was unquestionably held to overlook the expenditure 
of the money and not the building itself, which would not 
have been necessary if the monks had done the work. 
Such supervisors were often men of high position and in 
some cases have been erroneously accredited with 
designing the buildings as in that of William of Wyke- 
ham. 

In conclusion this excellent collection of documentary 
evidence should be in the hands of all who are interested 
in the origin of our ancient buildings. A careful perusal 
of its pages will convince the most romantic writer on the 
subject that buildings were ¢cesigned and carried out to 
completion by profe. «nal ucsig:-e7s and workmen who 
were paid for their lavours, and that bishops and abbots 
or monks had nothing more to do with the actual build- 
ing than they would if such buildings were erected at the 
present day. 


ENGLAND 


whereas the eighteenth-century village of Milton Abbas, Dorset 
(p. 3, Plate 2), is historically interesting, the special features 
which make the neighbouring town of Blandford (rebuilt about 
the same time) one of the most dignified of its size in the coun- 
try are out of place in a village. The author recognises this 
when he writes (p. 38): ‘* The village streets were never con- 
structed on the Council house plan, delivered ready-made from 
a factory and set down in regular lines of perpetual sameness.”’ 
His remarks on the production of well-built houses for the 
workers are sound: but when he pleads for the planting of five 
new trees for every house built, and two for every tree destroyed, 
he is advocating a state of things which could not be sustained 
on the score of health. Then the remark, “A row of slate 
upon the skyline is an unpardonable offence,” needs qualifica- 
tion. The author returns to the charge on p. 46: ‘The 
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disastrous invasion of Welsh slates a century ago was assisted to 
some extent in West Somerset by the quarrying of a similar 
hideous product in the sides cf the Brendon Hills.’”? What 
material would Mr. Wickham suggest in their place? Has he 
forgotten Dunster? 

The geological and geographical section (pp. 19-21) is too 
involved for the general reader. That something more than the 
geological formation of the country is necessary to differentiate 
theseveral building areasis proved by the author’s remark (p. 49 
“It would be absurd to put eastern Yorkshire in the South, to 
which it geologically belongs.”’ But, broadly speaking, geology 
plays the most important part in the formation and colour 
scheme of the humbler buildings in a village, as Mr. Wickham 
reiterates time after time. On p. 36 we read: ““As we have 
seen in considering the eastern parts of Lincolnshire, the range 
of good building and good stone extends for the churches far 
beyond the limestone belt. This is not the case for the villages 
as a whole; there the stone stops abruptly when the quarries are 
left behind.”’ And, again, on p. 28: **Whitchurch (Bucks . 
lies on the fringe of the oolite, but brick and timber are the chief 
materials.”” Lacock, Wilts (pp. 38 and 39, Plate 63), although on 
the oolite, may be classed as a “‘fringe’’ village, and it isnot only 
extremely beautiful, but also one of the best in which to study 
a variety of types of village architecture in a small compass. 

Dealing with the Middle Ages, the author remarks (p. 13): 
“T believe that there is room for a work on the medieval archi- 
tecture of England treated from the point of view of local 
material and style.”” No doubt, in due course, every aspect of 
the builders’ art in England will be available. But, as is 
pointed out, the geological attributes of a district have played a 
much smaller part in the building of churches than in humbler 
work owing to the importation of stone from far and near for 
use in dressings. There is a definite geological reason for the 
round towers of East Anglia and for the type of decorative work 
in Cornwall; but the type of church as a whole obtaining in any 
particular district is rather social than geological. On p. 16 the 
author refers to the beauty of the Ham Hill dressings in the 
noble towers of Huish Episcopi (illustrated on p. 15) and Isle 
Abbots, but he fails to note the incongruity of the coursed rubble 
lias which gives many of these great Somerset towers, when 
viewed at a distance, the appearance of having been built with 
white-glazed brick! At Isle Abbots the western face is entirely 
in Ham Hill stone, and the gain in charm is so great that one 
wonders why the medieval builders, who had lavished so much 
skill on their erection, stopped short of facing them with ashlar 
throughout. On p. 14 the author states: ‘Brick was not made 
in England till the fifteenth century.” Perhaps it would be 
safer to say bricks do net appear to have been made by local 
labour in England before the early years of the fifteenth cen- 
tury. Mediaeval bricks, sometimes plastered over, were used in 
England as early as the first half of the thirteenth century, but 
who made them and where they came from is not known. Clay 
for brickmaking is to be found in almost every county, but the 
cost of the production of bricks would militate against their use 
for humbler buildings where a substitute could be found. 

Most people will agree with the author when he fails to 
lament the disappearance of the earlier village dwellings of the 
medieval period. Where these remain, whether of stone or 
wood, they are well built—possibly a ‘survival of the fittest.” 
But they are quite inconsistent with modern ideas of light and 
air, a consideration which cannot be ignored if they are to serve 
their original purpose. 

Possibly the author is right in asserting that “the thatch of 
these eastern counties [East Anglia] is the best in England.” 


But comparison with that obtaining in the South-wes: is jn./) 


practicable owing to the difference in material. His apy recia.! 
tion of East Anglian timber-frame buildings is well m«riteg 

But when he remarks in this connection (p. 24) that “half 
timbered houses are greatly superior to the more popul.:r an¢} 
more elaborate and extravagant work of the Wester: Mid. 
lands,”’ it is assumed that he refers to the better class «' wor! 

only; for, in cottages, there is little to choose between t/\ose ; 

the two areas, excepting that in the Western Midlands the 

are of a stouter build owing to the greater abundance of ‘imbe; 

and (in Shropshire more particularly) the necessity to resist th 

weight of the flagged ‘‘slate” roof covering. Still rterring 
to the Eastern Counties. the author (p. 27) notes that “th 

round curves of the gable-end at Eye (Plate 9) are clearly oj 
foreign inspiration.” How widespread this influence was mar 

be judged from the fact that a somewhat similar gable to the Ey 

example existed at the end of a charming row of cottages. noy 
demolished, as far afield as Stourbridge, Worcestershire. 

The author’s severe remarks (p. 50) on Northern villages ar 
not universally true. Such villages as Heysham, Lancashire 
and Clapham, Yorkshire, have nothing to fear by comparison | 
with those in the South. And when he remarks that *‘orna- 
ment of any sort hardly exists at all,’’ has he forgotten the fas. 
cinating series of doorcases which figure on so many cottages ir 
the North-western district? 

The beautiful black-and-white illustrations by such well- 
known artists as Messrs. H. P. Clifford, W. Curtis Green, 
F. L. Griggs, and Sydney R. Jones are spoilt by over-reduction: 
and the half-tone reproductions of photographs are unequal it 
merit. Reference to Plate 33 (Harting. Sussex) would not giv: 
the information that the building on the left is weatherboarded 
as described on p. 29, and Plate 40 (Steyning, Sussex) is so dark 
that the details in shadow are invisible; but such photographs 
are in the mincrity. 


NEW ARCHITECTURE ABROAD AND AT 
HOME 
1. MoperNn Arcuitects. By Alfred H. Barr, Fr., and others, 
New York: W. W. Norton and Co. [1932.] 18s. 6d. 
2. Bouwen, BAvEN, BAtir, Burtpinc. anp. By Ir. 7. B 
Van Loghem. Amsterdam: ** [1932.) £1 2s. 6d. 


3. BroapcastinG House. The British Broadcasting Corporation. 
London. [1932.] 58. 


Reviewed by GODFREY SAMUEL 


America begins to tire of mannered skyscrapers, Spanish 
patios and derivative detail: in any case they are expensive 
these days. So she looks to Europe again and finds a brand- 
new style flourishing there. 

This book was issued earlier in the year, under the less truth 
ful title of Modern Architecture, and accompanied a travelling 
exhibition of models and photographs, financed by twelve 
American art institutes, to bring this so-called International 
Style before the public. Such a purpose must involve some 
degree of vulgarisation. But in spite of its over-emphasis of per- 
sonalities, its narrowly esthetic outlook, and its dogmatic 
judgments on style, it is a good exposition, agreeably produced 
and well up to date. Divorced from its exhibition, it is in need 
of rather more revision than it has received. 

After a few general remarks on modern architecture, Henrv- 
Russell Hitchcock, Jr., contributes eight monographs, and 
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Philip Johnson a ninth. Each consists of a general biography, a 
summary of the architect’s life, another of his works, a short 
bibliography. and some half-dozen photographs, many of 
them, however, without plans. 

Gropius, Le Corbusier, Oud, and Mies van der Rohe are 
hailed as the four evangelists of the style, and the choice is 
justifie! by analysis and comparison. Frank Lloyd Wright is 
treated as a romantic, half-modern forerunner, and four other 
Americ.in firms are dealt with. Raymond Hood, co-architect 
with Gordon Jeeves of Ideal House, Great Marlborough Street, 
and designer of the forthcoming Chicago Exhibition, seems 
somewliat out of place in this company; but Howe and Lescaze, 
authors of a well-known housing scheme for New York, Neutra. 
Americin since 1923, and the Bowman Brothers, advocates of 
the factory-made house, are all in the tradition. 

Lewis Mumford contributes an article on Housing. **At the 
height of American ‘prosperity,’ he says, only one-third of our 
American families had an income in excess of two thousand 
dollars a year.” In such circumstances individualist ideals can 
only result in slums, and he pleads for a solution on the Euro- 
pean model as practised by Haesler, May and Oud. 

England is coupled in the preface with Italy, Spain and 
Japan as a country where “modern architecture has only begun 
to appear.” and mention is made of **Emberton, Etchells, Con- 
nell and Tait.”” Photographs of “High and Over” and of the 
Royal Corinthian Yacht Club were shown in the exhibition, 
but are not, of course, in the book. 

An exhibition of a similar kind might well be organised in 
this country; meanwhile this work should help to stimulate a 
popular interest in modern architecture. 


Holland, since Prof. Wattjes’ two volumes were published 
in 1924 and 1926, seems to be abandoning romantic brick- 
worship and turning to honest concrete and steel. though still 
with a somewhat more romantic touch than her neighbours. 

The change is fully described by Mr. Van Loghem in forty-two 
pages of Dutch, and five-page summaries in German, French 
and English. The English is not perfect, but it is vigorous. It 
emphasises the social and economic significance of the new 
architecture, and the need for large scale building organisations 
to rationalise housing and town-planning. 

There are some eighty pages of photographs with diagram- 
matic plans and titles in four languages. Like the buildings, 
the book has no capitals and no margins. It represents the work 
of twenty-five architects, including much, already well known, 
by Oud, Brinkman and Van der Vlugt, and Duiker. A view of 
Berlage’s office block in Bury Strect, E.C., serves as a prelude. 

It may be doubted whether national publications of this kind, 
be they never so well produced. are the best way of expound- 
ing modern architecture; a classification by subject would be 
more valuable. And it would call less attention to our own 
national apathy. 


This official account of Broadcasting House, with twenty-five 
pages of text and some hundred photographs and diagrams, has 
been produced for lay consumption, and very elegantly. Some 
of the photographs are unfortunately coloured, but others are 
excellent, many of them exploiting the beauties of mechanical 
equipment. The diagrammatic plans and section show very 
clearly and attractively the underlying idea of the design, the 
controlling head, the tall brick neck of studios and the steel- 
framed muffler of offices. The descriptive text is well done, and 
includes some high praise quoted from Prof. Reilly. 

A list of decorators is included at the end, but the reader is 
not told who is responsible for what. Why? 


THE DESIGN OF SCHOOLS. 
Scuoot Burmpincs. By F. Sargent and A. H. Seymour. 
National Union of Teachers. Pam. 1932. 
Reviewed by Mr. 8S. POINTON TAYLOR [F.] 

A pamphlet under the above title has been issued by the 
National Union of Teachers, Hamilton House, Mabledon 
Place, W.C.1, which concerns architects generally but espe- 
cially those engaged in the planning of new, or the altering of 
old, schools. It is an interim account of the examination of ele- 
ments essential to the comfort, health and good work of both 
students and teachers. A comparison of old with many new 
schools shows what a long way has been trudged towards the 
desired end, but Mr. A. H. Seymour, B.Sc., of the National 
Institute of Industrial Psychology, has approached the subject 
from a scientific point of view, and indicates in a most illumina- 
ting and interesting manner some of the leagues and hurdles 
yet to be negotiated. 

There are those who look askance at science and prefer to 
arrive at conclusions by the old method of trial and error, but we 
architects have benefited too much by the work of the Building 
Research Station to fail to appreciate the value of the quicker 
and surer attack by scientific measures. 

Mr. Seymour tells us how far the buildings he has examined 
conform to the ideal standards of lighting, ventilation and heat- 
ing in some detail. Suitable furniture and equipment are 
touched upon, but his researches on these matters are not vet 
complete. He clearly demonstrates that the quality of the work 
done is affected in such a degree that it is obviously imperative 
to find the technical solutions. 

A full report will be issued when the investigations are com- 
pleted, and no doubt architects will hasten to reduce the tind- 
ings to terms of plans and sections. 

What a very useful piece of work this might have been for 
one of those men we hoped (and still hope) to see doing a post- 
graduate course at the Research Station! When will that far- 
seeing person come forward with the not very large amount 
necessary to train one or two per year of our scientifically 
minded younger men? 


EMPIRE TIMBERS 
A Hanpsook OF Empire Timpers. Jssued by the Empire Marketing 
Board. Lond.: H.M. Stationery Office. 1932. Issued frec.. 
Reviewed by Mr. H. D. SEARLES WOOD [F-.]| 

This book is chiefly intended for practical use by architects. 
etc. It includes only some sixty woods of proven usefulness 
which can generally be obtained here in commercial quantities, 
either from actual stocks or in some cases to order, and which 
can be bought at prices comparable with the cost of similar 
woods from other sources. 

The book, if something more than a selection, is much less 
than a catalogue of the timbers of the Empire, and absence 
from its pages implies no reflection upon the virtues of any 
particular timber. The book is the outcome of eombined work 
between the Royal Botanic Gardens, Kew. the Imperial 
Institute, the Forest Products Research Laboratory at Princes 
Risborough, and the Empire Marketing Board. The Empire 
Marketing Board is prepared to receive, and in consultation 
with the Imperial Institute and the Princes Risborough Labora- 
tory to answer to the best of its ability, enquiries from would- 
be users as to where stocks ofa particular wood can be obtained. 
The Imperial Institute and the Royal Botanic Gardens, Kew, 
exhibit specimens of all the principal overseas Empire timbers. 

The names of the timbers are mainly taken from the trade 


by 
thers, 
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names of Empire timbers published in the 1931 Handbook of 


the Empire Forestry Association. 

Information is given of each kind of tree, its physical proper- 
ties, mechanical properties, seasoning, durability, working 
qualities, finishing qualities and sizes as generally available. and 
principal uses. ‘This work on Empire timbers was undertaken 
many years ago by the Royal Institute of British Architects in 
collaboration with the Timber Committee of the Imperial 


Institute, and samples of the timber and full particulars of 
strength, preparation, scantlings, moisture contents, and list of 


merchants holding stocks can be obtained at the Imperial 
Institute, South Kensington, S.W.7 

Copies ef this valuable book can be obtained free on 
application to the Empire Marketing Board, 2 Queen Anne’s 
Gate Buildings. S.W.1. 


THE HEATING OF BUILDINGS 
Tne EouivaALent TEMPERATURE OF A Room AND: Irs MEASURE- 
MENT. Dept. of Scientific and Industrial Research, Building 
Research, Technical Paper No. 13. Pam. Lond. : H.M.S.O.: 
1932. 6d. 

For some years the Department of Scientific and Industrial 
Research has been studying the efficiency of buildings from the 
standpoint of the user, a study which includes the heating and 
ventilation and the acoustics of buildings. The investigations 
into the heating of buildings are of considerable interest—it has 
been shown, for example, (1) that where free ventilation is 
required radiant heating is relatively advantageous; (2) that 
some rooms are diflicult to warm by reason of the nature of the 
fabric of their walls. 


INSTITUTE OF 


BRITISH ARCHITECTS 


12 November 1932 


In connection with such investigations it was observed thai the 
physiological aspects of comfort are as yet imperfectly un ler. 
stood and reasons have been sought in explanation of such a 
fact that two rooms are not equally comfortable when a 
thermometer shows the same reading in each: in a room with 
cold walls a higher air temperature is required than in a room 
with warm walls. 

For accurate work in the investigations of the Building Re- 
search Board and the Industrial Health Research Board, 
physiological sensations must be interpreted in terms of physical 
quantitics capable of exact measurement. A new criterion of 
the thermal comfort ofan environment, the equivalent tempcera- 
ture, put forward by Mr. A. F. Dufton of the Building Research 
Station. has received the approbation of an inter-departmental 
committee set up by the Medical Research Council and the 
Department of Scientific and Industrial Research. 

This scale of equivalent temperature, which is discussed in a 
technical paper just published by the Department of Scientific 
and Industrial Research, is essentially a refinement of the 
sensation scale. In terms of our sensations we may say, “It is 
colder now that the sun has gone in” or “* Come round the 
corner, it will be warmer out of the wind.” But when we 
attempt lo express “how much cooler” or “how much warmer” 
it is necessary to have a scale of degrees. Such a scale is con- 
veniently based upon the rate of loss of heat from a heated 
bedy and the equivalent temperature of an environment has 
been defined as that temperature of a uniform enclosure in 
which, in still air, a sizable black body at 75° F. would lose heat 
at the same rate as in the environment. A full description of the 
instrument for recording equivalent temperature which has 
been called a eupathescope is given in the paper. 


Oxted and Limpsfield 


A note on Mr. Arthur Reen’s sketches now on exhibition at the R.I.B.A. and on the book dealing with the 


same district. edited by Mr. Lewis G. Fry. 


Last year there was published in the JouRNAL a review by 
Mr. W. Ansell of the exhibition held at Blunt House of the 
drawings of Mr. Arthur Keen. ‘These drawings, which are 
being exhibited in the East Gallery of the R.I.B.A. till 16 
November, consist of eighty pencil sketches of the houses, 
cottages and streets of Oxted and Limpsfield. We are delighted 
to have these drawings here on exhibition, not only because 
of their delicate charm and the beauty of the old houses they 
represent, but because they should serve as an enc ouragement 
to the work of preserving the beauty that still remains in our 
country, and as an incentive to the careful planning of the 
villages of the future. 

Several of these sketches are reproduced in a book on 
Oxted, Limpsfield and the Neighbourhood, edited by Mr. Lewis G. 
Fry. This book does not set out to be a systematic and com- 
plete history of the neighbourhood, but consists of a series of 
articles by living writers on the history, buildings and sur- 
roundings of the district. In short. it aims at giving as « omplete 
and vivid an idea as possible of the past life of the two villages. 
dealing mainly with the events of the last two centuries. 

The idea of this book is an excellent one, and it is excellently 
and very simply carried out. The first chapter is concerned 
with the history of all sides of village life and contains descrip- 
tions of the old customs, records and recreations of the villages, 
as well as the genealogy and the origins of place names. There 


follows a chapter headed ‘Traditional,’ which consists of 
impressions gathered from old village inhabitants whose re- 
collections go back some sixty or seventy years. Here are set 
down the memories of people whose grandfathers were taken 
off by press gangs, and who lived in the villages before the 
railways came to change their peaceful life. They can still 
remember the days of the great fairs and the hop-picking 
festivals, when there was dancing on the green, and_ the 
tyranny of the village squire, who had all lights put out in the 
village by 10 o’clock each night. This is a new and effective 
method of describing the ordinary life of the village in the past. 

Mr. Arthur Keen himself contributes the architectural section 
of the book. He gives a complete history and description of 
many of the lovely old houses of the district, most of which are 
pre-Georgian, and illustrates his remarks by some of his 
sketches. The rest of the book is devoted to a description of 
the birds. flowers and geology of the district, so that no aspect 
of the subject should go neglected. 

This book, which contains a certain amount of original 
local research, has a charm and interest which will appeal not 
only to scholars and to those who know and love the district, 
but to everyone interested in old buildings and English tra- 
ditions. ‘This is such an effective and such a simple way of 


writing about a locality, that other villages in England would 


B. J. F. 


do well to do the same. 
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A Visit to Broadcasting House 


Sixty members of the R.I.B.A. spent a wholly delight- 
ful afternoon on 24 October at Broadcasting House. We 
met at 1.30, were comfortably relieved of our hats and 
coats and were assembled in the Drawing-room. After 
exactly six minutes there, in which it was possible to 
enjoy te two modern paintings let into the oak panel- 
ling, we were divided into four parties, which were led 
round separately and without clashing with each other 
or the many activities of the building. This, I thought, 
was a notable piece of staffwork by Colonel Val Myer, 
who conducted one party himself. 

Professor Reilly and others have already described 
and illustrated the building at length, so it is unnecessary 
to do that here. The occasion was an intimate one of 
an architect showing his professional brethren some- 
thing he had enjoyed immensely doing. We caught the 
infection of that enjoyment; I think we all did. Bringing 
such a work with shining success to an efficient and 
charming finish is, of course, the happiest thing in a 
lovely profession. We must very much congratulate 
the architect of this building and the B.B.C. as well 
on their choice of him. For this is an excellent modern 
work in two senses: first because—like much that we 
have to do— it set a problem without a precedent, and 
secondly, the solution of that problem is, above all, 
efficient, but at the same time very agreeable to look at. 
The Concert Hall, I think, is definitely beautiful, 
and the rooms executed by Mr. Chermayeff and Mr. 
McGrath are probably the best instances of the “‘*modern 
note’ we have; but the writer of this at least ventures 
to prefer the parts of the building finished off by the 


architect to those which have been deliberately decorated 
by consultant interior designers. ‘These exciting apart- 
ments are naturally “great fun,” and in the highest 
fashion, but the others have perhaps a more enduring 
quality, especially in the Entrance Hall, where the 
single statue by Gill and the splendid Latin inscription, 
strike so well the note for this temple of fine music and 
decent thought. 

The building is of peculiar interest, too, from the prac- 
tical or machinery point of view. We examined much of 
the apparatus for warming, cooling or conditioning air, 
the oil-fired boilers, the main power input circuit- 
breaker, the ventilating fans, the domestic hot water 
pumps, the storage batterics, the motor generating and 
switch gear, the amplifiers of the Control-room and the 
gramophone eflects apparatus. Clearly, all the firms 
engaged have done admirable work, but the consoling 
conclusion we came to was how essential—and in- 
creasingly so—it is to have an architect who can place 
and control all these engineering activities in one 
envelope through which it is possible to walk, not only 
without being maddened, but with pleasure. For, as 
Colonel Val Myer intimated, unless you have this 
control, you will probably get a ventilating plant with a 
mere building wedged in between its interstices. 

After we had been up and down, and through most of 
the rooms and passages—and had even seen through 
thick glass the man saying the News Bulletin—we were 
given a very refreshing tea, and Mr. Tatchell, seconded 
by Mr. William Pite, felicitously expressed our warmest 


A. 8. G. BurLer [F.] 


gratitude. 


Correspondence 


NORWICH MUNICIPAL OFFICES 
COMPETITION 
13 Brunswick Place, 
Newcastle-upon- T yne 
4 November 1932 
To the Editor, JOURNAL R.I.B.A., 

Drar Sir,—I see it is reported in the technical press 
that the Minister of Health has refused sanction to the 
loan, and that consequently this important work will be 
seriously delayed, or not carried out at all. 


I feel that I am expressing the view of the majority of 


the competitors when I say that it is a pity nothing can 
be done by the Competitions Committee, or by the 
R.I.B.A., to make sure that this sort of thing does not 
occur again. 

I suggest that no Public Body or Corporation should 
be encouraged to advertise for designs from long suffering 


architects, until and unless there is a reasonable proba- 
bility of such design being carried out. 

Would it be impossible for Assessors on appointment 
to satisfy themselves that there is some justification for all 
the months of hard work which we are putting into these 
abortive schemes? 

The present instance is not, by any means, an isolated 
case; and I do think it is about time some action was 
taken.—I am, Yours faithfully, 

THE ORIENTATION OF BUILDINGS 
g Gray’s Inn Square, 
London, W.C.1. 
28 October 1932. 


Wricur |F.] 


To the Editor, JouRNAL R.1.B.A.,— 

Dear Sir,—With reference to the letters in the current issue 
of the JouRNAL on the above, the instructions of the Committee 
were to deal with all questions of insolation. This necessarily 
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involved reference to design of hospitals and investigation of 


the effect of altering the usual arrangement of wards in order 
to obtain longer periods of insolation on the beds of the patients. 

Although I am not in a position to speak for my colleagues 
on the Committee, which has not met since the report was 
completed, I am sure that they will welcome the observations 
of Mr. Dixon Spain as expressing the points of view of an 
experienced hospital designer, and, as one regrets to hear. 
a temporary patient. 

They will also welcome his view that * there can of course 
be no quarrel with regard to the general arguments for light, 
air and sunshine.” 

The relative merits and demerits of alternative design for 
hospital wards is mainly at least a question for doctors. The 
medical profession would scarcely appear to share Mr. Dixon 
Spain’s fear of **unsupportably blinding light” inasmuch as the 
Lancet of 8 October, discussing the report on p. 796, rather 
chides the Committee for failing to give credit to the pioneer 
work of Mr. L. G. Pearson [F.], in bringing into being the 
parallel arrangement of beds; an omission which I gladly take 
this opportunity of rectifying as far as possible. 

In any case, blinds and screens would doubtless be used by 
nurses when required, and doctors would not put into verandah 
wards cases to which sunlight might be harmful. 

The report emphasises repeatedly and especially with regard 
to hospitals (p. 791 
features in design. 

Captain White's difficulty is one which is inherent in all 
architectural design which is necessarily and invariably a com- 
promise between many considerations, often divergent and 
sometimes antagonistic. 


that insolation is only one out of many 


The Committee would, of course, have preferred to have been 
able to give the more or less precise rules which Captain White 
desires, but as no two cases ever present the same combination 
of rival claims this is obviously impossible. The report could 
not do more than attempt to provide the necessary data to 
enable architects to judge wisely between essentials and 
desiderata.— Yours faithfully, 

Percy [L.], 
Chairman of the Committee. 


CRUCH-BUILT COTTAGES 
Hampste ad Hill Garde nS, 
30 October 1932. 
To the Editor, JouRNAL R.I.B.A., 

Dear Sir.—-I am preparing, in collaboration with Mr. 
Clough Williams-Ellis, a revised edition of The Evolution of the 
English House, by Mr. S. O. Addy. 

I should be very glad to hear of any unpublished drawings 
or photographs of cruch-built cottages and barns, or early types 
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of hearth and chimney, which might be available for reproduc. 
tion. Buildings with features of this kind are rapidly dis. 
appearing and the re-publication of Mr. Addy’s book pre vents 
an opportunity of permanently recording some of those hich 
yet remain, but have never been illustrated. 

If any of your readers who know of interesting and | ttle- 
known examples would write to me about them, I shoul | be 
most grateful.—Yours truly, 

JouHN SUMMERSON 


WESTMINSTER ABBEY NAVE 
1100 Beaver Hall Hill, 
Montreal. 
23 September 19 32. 
To the Editor, R.I.B.A., 

Dear Str,—Referring to Mr. George F. Lake’s letter under 
“Correspondence” in the issue of the JOURNAL of the roth September, 
[ would point out that Mr. Francis Bond refers to the shape ot the 
Nave arches in his book on Westminster Abbey published in 1goo. 

Great height was required in what are really very narrow bays, 
and so the centre of the arch is kept above the top of the caps. 

I have never heard of the curve being considered as a four-centered 
one, and in the measured drawings of this arcade by S. Vacher. it is 
shown as a true arc, and the lowest courses of the arch are incurved. 
The same thing occurs in the arches of the North porch. The in- 
curving is so slight as not to be perceptible, and Mr. Bond thinks it 
was probably nothing but a bit of artistic feeling—the arch sitting on 
the capital more nicely if struck from a centre above its base than if 
struck from the base itself.—Yours very truly. 

J. TURNER [F.,, 
Vice-President P.Q..AA, 


g Che,ne Row, 
Chelsea, 
To the Editor, JouRNAL R.I.B.A.,— 25 September 193 

Dear Sir,—It may interest Mr. Lake. if he does not know already. 
that the four arches supporting the Central ‘Tower of York Minster 
exhibit the same inward curve at their springing as those in the 
nave and transept of the Abbey, but in a very marked degree. 

At first I supposed, as the deformation is so regular, that the arches 
had been built like that on purpose, and that their curves had been 
struck above the springing line. But in this case, however, it was the 
result of accident. **When the tower in the centre was carried up to 
its present height the addition of this lofty and ponderous mass to 
the existing piers was productive of the most disastrous effects. Each 
pier sank bodily into the ground to a depth of about 8 inches” 
(Prof. Willis, **The Architectural History of York Cathedral,” p. 49- 
Proceedings of the Archeological Institute, 1846 . 

Perhaps it is the load which they have to support that has caused 
the arches at the Abbey and in Wells Cathedral to assume their 
present form. 

A four-centred containing arch, however, may be seen around the 
S. window of the S. transept of Cley Church, Norfolk, and this 
window dates from the middle of the fourteenth century.—Yours 
faithfully, R. H. C. Fincn. 
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Obituary 


SIR MERVYN E. MACARTNEY, F.S.A., F.R.I.B.A. 
A By ProressoR BeresrorD Pitre, F.R.I.B.A. 

Wit Macartney there passes another of the significant 
group of men who formed the School of Norman Shaw, 
his contemporary and friend E. S. Prior pre-deceasing 
him by six months—-Macartney was Prior’s best man— 
Ernest Newton, the predecessor of Lethaby, was then in 
the ollice in Bloomsbury Square, where Sir Edwin 
Lutvens afterwards erected his standard. Macartney 
fully shared the enthusiasm of all Shaw’s pupils for their 
master who consistently in all his work justified his re- 
markable insight into the charms of *‘old work.”’ Refined 
taste and patience in detail are evident in everything 
Macartney put his hand to, besides a gentle insistence on 
the right of the craftsman to display individuality in his 
own department and a suggestion of reserve of strength 
in his own over-ruling of the result. 

A personal recollection of the handsome young man 
of early days goes back to his friendship with John 
Belcher and the establishment of the St. George’s Art 
Society in Macartney’s first offices in Hart Street, 
Bloomsbury, with Newton, Gerald Horsley Hardy and 
others ; the society later was one of the nuclei of the Art 
Workers’ Guild, which will celebrate its jubilee next year; 
then to the Architectural Publication Society which for 
some years edited an illustration sheet weekly in The 
Architect of selected works of its members—a collection of 
designs and drawings which now has a historic interest; 
then to his touring England with Belcher for the produc- 
tion of their monumental folios of The Later English 
Renaissance, provoked by the success of J. A. Gotch’s 
Early Renaissance book. 

His American visit for the re-establishment of his 
health came as an interlude and then the competition 
for the Victoria and Albert Museum in 1891, in which 
his design—the elevations based on Dance’s Newgate 
then about to be destroyed—was mottoed with *‘English 
Tradition.”’ His appointment to succeed Penrose as sur- 
veyor to St. Paul’s was a surprise, but his scholarship 
entirely justified the venture and the results of his long 
tenure of the office are a sufficient claim to fame and 
were suitably honoured by his knighthood. It is amusing 
to some to remember earlier conflicts at the Art Workers’ 
Guild over Sir Wm. Richmond’s decorations and _ his 
partial improvements of Wren’s supports to the penden- 
tives, “improvements” that Macartney quietly removed 
many years later—to our comfort. 

The fittings of the S.W. Chapel in themselves are pro- 
bably Macartney’s best work, exhibiting his knowledge 
and artistic power within the limits of the great Wren 
tradition. 

In the profession he leaves a gap which cannot be 
filled. The school has passed away, alas! The individual 
enthusiasm for a master and for the friendships created 


in an office which Macartney carried on through a long 
career without diminution, are not generated in the 
later generation of school-men. The geniality and charm 
of character of an English gentleman coupled with the 
sympathy of a fine artist have secured for Macartney a 
peculiar and abiding place in the memory and affection 
of his wide circle of friends. 


Mr. W. Godfrey Allen, F.R.I.B.A., Sir Mervyn Macartney’s 
successor as surveyor to St. Paul’s, has contributed the following 
note on Sir Mervyn’s work at the Cathedral. 

Sir Mervyn Macartney’s career as surveyor to St. Paul’s 
Was one continuous struggle for the safety of the Cathedral and 
for the preservation of its dignity and beauty. From the earliest 
years of his surveyorship, he was aware of the forces of dis- 
integration at work in the walls and piers of the building and, 
in spite of some difference of expert opinion on the matter, he 
became convinced that extensive remedial measures were 
necessary. In 1913 he undertook a minute investigation of the 
whole building with Mr. W. D. Carée, and in the latter part 
of the same year a commencement was made with a definite 
scheme of work which formed the basis of the operations 
carried out in the ensuing years. There is no doubt that the 
Cathedral owed much to Macartney’s determination in facing 
the facts at this time. Between 1913 and 1922 he carried 
out single-handed a large part of the work contemplated, in- 
cluding the strengthening of the two piers in the South 
Transept and the restoration of the Lantern. But the defective 
condition of the masonry disclosed during the progress of this 
work increased his anxiety, and he therefore sought the advice 
of certain eminent architects and engineers as to whether any 
better or speedier methods of strengthening the building could 
be devised, and from this time onward he shared the heavy 
responsibility with the Committee thus formed. 

Macartney’s anxieties for the safety of the C.athedral were 
by no means confined to the condition of the fabric itself, and 
in conjunction with Canon Alexander he engaged in many 
struggles against the menace of underground works in the 
vicinity of the Cathedral. Amongst these must be mentioned 
the proposal to construct a deep sewer across the west front 
and along the south side of the building, and later a suggestion 
to build a tramway tunnel, in connection with the St. Paul’s 
Bridge scheme, in close proximity to the east end of the 
Cathedral. After much trouble and protest both these pro- 
posals were abandoned, but the scheme for St. Paul’s Bridge 
was never wholly given up in spite of its rejection by the Royal 
Commission on Cross-River Traffic, and it was a recurrent 
source of worry to him throughout his career. 

Although most of his energies were devoted to the preserva- 
tion work, Macartney found time to modernise the heating 
system of the Cathedral and to institute a new scheme of fire 
prevention. He replanned the Chapel of St. Michael and St. 
George and executed part of the new scheme, including the 
Reredos, the Sovereign’s Throne and some of the panelling. 
He also adapted and carried out the original design for the 
Kitchener Memorial Chapel in collaboration with Mr. Reid 
Dick, R.A. 

He was a keen historian of the building and much of our 
knowledge regarding its design and construction is derived 
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from his enthusiastic researches. Perhaps his most important 
contribution in this connection is the great isometric drawing 
which was undertaken at his expense and eventually presented 
by him to the nation. He held strong views about the question 
of the decoration of St. Paul’s and disapproved of the mosaic 
treatment of the Choir. He especially disliked the panels at the 
tops of the piers in the triangular spaces beneath the great 
arches and took the opportunity, during the restoration work, 
to remove the offending panels and restore the piers to their 
original condition. In spite of his naturally calm and peaceful 
disposition, the long tenure of his office told on him more than 
is generally known and he retired in 1931, after 25 years’ 
devoted service to St. Paul’s. The Cathedral never had a more 
zealous surveyor nor one in greater harmony with the spirit of 
Sir Christopher Wren. 


HARRY HUTT [F.] 

The late Mr. Harry Hutt was educated at the Kendrick 
School, Reading, and was articled to the late Mr. Charles 
Smith and Mr. Steward Smith, in Reading. He subsequently 
acted as their managing assistant, eventually joining the firm, 
of which for some years he has been the senior partner. 

Amongst the many varied works carried out by the firm 
during the years in which Mr. Hutt has been associated with it 
are the new Kendrick Schools, the new school on the Shinfield 
Housing Estate, the operating theatres at the Blagrave Branch 
Hospital, and other works for the Royal Berkshire Hospital, 
new laboratories and extensive additions for the University of 
Reading, the Eleanor Wemyss Convalescent Home for Children 
at Wargrave, and factory, commercial and domestic works in 
Reading and the neighbourhood. 

Mr. Hutt also acted as honorary architect for the Reading 
Y.M.C.A., in which organisation he was deeply interested, and 
he was for many years on the staff of University College, Read- 
ing, lecturing in architecture, building construction and quan- 
tity surveying. He was a member of the Reading Rowing Club 
and the Broad Street Book Club, and was greatly respected and 
liked in Reading on account of his ability and personality. 

Mr. Hutt became an Associate of the R.I.B.A. in 1895 and a 
Fellow in 1923, subsequently serving on the Council. He was 
also a Fellow of the Institute of Arbitrators, and President of 
the Berks, Bucks and Oxon Architectural Association. 


WILLIAM THORPE JONES [F.]} 

Mr. William Thorpe Jones, a Past-President of the Northern 
Architectural Association, and for 40 years architect to the 
University of Durham, died recently at his home in Durham. 

Mr. Jones was born at Southwell, Notts, and was educated at 
St. George’s School, Brampton. On leaving school he became 
a pupil of the late Mr. Hodgson Fowler and in 1893 he was 
appointed architect to the University of Durham, and at once 
began the work of restoring the ancient Castle. Although 
Mr. Jones carried on at the same time an extensive private 
practice, in which capacity he built the Convalescent Home at 
Harrogate and the extensions to Barclays Bank, Durham, his 
ruling passion was always the restoration of the Castle. He 
spent much time in scholarly research into the archeology and 
architectural history of the city and published two books, The 
Architectural History of Durham Castle, and the Walls and Towers of 
Durham. Fight years ago he discovered the very grave con- 
dition of the Castle, since when he spared no effort to save it 
from the threatened danger. In this he was assisted by Dr. Oscar 
Faber who worked with him on the restoration of the West 
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Front. In gratitude for his devoted labours the Univer. ity 
Durham conferred upon him the Honorary degree of M A, iy 
1928, and before his death he had the satisfaction of knowing 
that the magnificent building, for which he had worked s\) long 
and so devotedly, was at last safe. . 
Apart from his work on the Castle Mr. Jones was responsible 
for the extension of Science Laboratories in the various Univer. 
sity Colleges, and for the new additions to Hatfield College 
which were finished a few weeks before his death. He was also 
in charge of the restoration work at Ripon Cathedral, \vhere 
Saxon remains of considerable importance had been disco. ered. 
Mr. Jones was elected a Fellow of the R.I.B.A. in 1906, and 
Was at one time a member of the Council. He was also a Felloy 
of the Society of Antiquaries, Vice-President of the Durham 
and Northumberland Archeological and Architectural Society, 
and a representative of the Office of Works in connection with 
ancient monuments. In 1925 he was the prime mover in the 
formation of the Durham Society, and for two years he was th 
President of the Northern Architectural Association. Mr. 
Jones’s work as an architect and a scholar, his devotion to the 
buildings of which he had charge, his active interest in the 
many Societies to which he belonged and, above all, his pleasant 
personality, will make his death very deeply felt in Durham. 


JOHN FLAVEL CURWEN, F.S.A. [F.] 

By the death of Mr. J. F. Curwen, architect, scholar and archzo- 
logist, the North has lost one of its greatest authorities on local history 
and archeology. 

Mr. Curwen was born in London in 1860 and was educated at 
Mill Hill School, later serving his articles in a city firm of architects, 
after which he went to Westmoreland and there established the 
practice in Highgate, Kendal, which is now carried on by his son, 
He was interested chiefly in the work of restoring old houses and 
buildings, and his able work may be seen in all parts of the country, 
He was also for 13 years Surveyor for the Southern area of the 
Diocese of Carlisle. 


Mr. Curwen’s fame as an archeologist has spread far outside the 


district in which he lived and worked. He combined the qualities 
of a scholar with those of a writer, and bringing to his work an un- 
failing interest and energy, he was admirably fitted to pursue his 
detailed researches into the history and traditions of the district, 
As a Fellow of the Society of Antiquaries and of the R.I.B.A., he 
took a special interest in the architectural relics of the locality, his 
wide knowledge of which is shown in one of the best of his works, 
Castles and Towers of Cumberland and Westmoreland, and Lancashire 
North-of-the-Sands. He was the Editor of the first two volumes of The 
Records Relating to the Barony of Kendale, and on the death of the author, 
Dr. W. Farrer, he himself wrote the third volume, and before his 
death had just completed a velume of the later records of North 
Westmoreland. He took a keen interest in genealogical study, and 
wrote a history of his own family. He was the accepted authority 
on all questions of local ancestry and tradition, and his works will, 
without doubt, prove invaluable to future scholars. 

In 1887 he became a member of the Cumberland and Westmore- 
land Antiquarian and Archeological Society, of which he became 
Vice-President in 1922, and of which he was always an active and 
organising member, acting in recent years as Chairman of the 
Council. During the 45 years of his membership he was seldom 
absent from a meeting, and few volumes of the Societv’s Transactions 
have appeared without some article from his pen. ‘He was also a 
member of the Yorkshire Archeological Society, and was the only 
man outside Yorkshire admitted into the inner circle of the Society, 
known as the ‘*Tykes.” 

Mr. Curwen took an active part in the public life of the county. 


He was a Justice of the Peace for Westmoreland and a member of 


the South Westmoreland Rural District Council, which he repre- 
sented on the Regional Planning Committee: he was also a member 
of the Westmoreland Licensing Committee. He was the local 
correspondent for H.M. Board of Works, For 26 years he was Vice- 
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President of the Heversham Social Club, and there were few acti- 
vities in the district in which he did not participate. 

[he cenuine affection felt by Mr. Curwen for the place in which 
-d is best shown in his book Airbie Aendall, in which he 


he wot : 

describ: s with an infectious enthusiasm the history and associations 
of almost every house in the old town. This enthusiasm for old 
custom: and traditions he was always ready to impart, and his 


library with its fine collection of local books and maps was always 
at the disposal of enquirers, who would find in Mr. Curwen an 
interesicd and sympathetic listener. By his death the district has 
lost not only a great public figure and a great scholar, but one who 
was devoted to the countryside itself and to all that it contained. 


DOUGLAS G. TANNER [F-.]. 

Mr. Douglas Tanner, who died recently. had, previous to opening 
his London office in 1929, an extensive practice in Birmingham. 
where he carried out a large housing scheme. Mr. ‘Tanner also 
carried Out numerous modern domestic houses. 

[he development of the idea of designed Exhibitions in recent 
years was largely due to his enterprise, and for the past three years he 
was responsible for the entire Ideal Home Exhibition at Olympia 
and for the Scottish Ideal Home Exhibitions in Glasgow. 


ERNEST HENRY ABBOTT [F.] 


Mr. Ernest Henry Abbott [F.], who died last April, commenced 
practice at 6 Warwick Court, Gray’s Inn, in 1886, as a partner in 


the firm of Lee & Dickins, where he continued until the date of 
his death. For many years he was well known in the West End of 


London in connection with premises in Regent Street and elsewhere. 
He also had an extensive practice in 
the East End, where he built many 
warehouses, blocks of dwellings and 
public-houses. 


ANDREW ROBERTSON [F.] 

Mr. Robertson served his appren- 
ticeship with Mr. Thomas Dykes in 
Glasgow, with whom he afterwards 
became a partner, after serving for 
some time as chief draughtsman with 
Messrs. R. A. Bryden and Son, 
Glasgow. On the death of Mr. R. 
A. Bryden, Mr. Robertson returned 
to the firm as a partner, of which 
firm on Mr. A. Bryden’s death, he 
became sole partner. 

Among the principal works exe- 
cuted by his firm during his association 
with it are the Quarriers’ Homes, and 
the Sanatoria at Bridge of Weir, the 
Seamen’s Institute, the extension of 
Agricultural College and the Mater- 
nity Hospital at Glasgow, as well as 
schools at Duns, Inverkeithing and 
Earlston. 


THOMAS FORD AMERY [.4.] 

The death took place on 5 July 
at St. Leonards-on-Sea of Mr. 
Thomas Ford Amery, who started his 
career with the firm of Messrs. W. G. 
Callant and W. W. Cutler. At a later 
date he was employed on important 
work onthe construction ofthe London 
Tube Railways, during which period 
he worked with the late Mr. Leslie 


Smith. At the conclusion of this work he entered H.M. Office of 
Works, in the Architectural Department, where he was concerned 
chiefly with ancient buildings. He held this appointment until the 
outbreak of the Great War, when he offered his services. 


GEORGE NICHOLAS BEATTIE [Z.] 

Mr. G. N. Beattie was the son of the architect and civil engineer 
of Port Adelaide, and was born in South Australia. He came to this 
country and was articled to the late G. D. Oliver, F.R.I.B.A., in 
Carlisle, and was later Assistant to the City Architect in Aberdeen. 

Mr. Beattie, who practised entirely in Scotland, was responsible 
for many buildings in Glasgow. He won the second premium in the 
competition for St. Paul’s Church, and his buildings include busi- 
ness premises in East Howard Street, Maryhill Picture House, the 
reconstruction of the Dawson Building, as well as villas and tene- 
ments and numerous additions to licensed premises. He also built 
Drumcoille, in Perthshire, Burnham Terrace, in Scotstown, and 
Rothesay Place, Clydebank. 


JOHN EDWIN ROPER [Z.]. 

Mr. J. E. Roper, who died recently at Birstall, worked for 43 vears 
for the Corporation of Leicester and was for many years chief assistant 
to the Leicester City Surveyor. 

Mr. Roper was articled to Messrs. Shenton and Baker, and 
remained with the firm as junior assistant, during which time he was 
employed in restoration work on St. Mary’s and St. Martin’s 
Churches, the Art Gallery and Museum Buildings, and the Vicarage at 
Knighton. Later he worked as assistant to the architect and surveyor 
of the Dean and Chapter of St. George’s, Windsor, and here he 
was engaged in restoration work on 
the Chapel, and on the house of the 
Queen’s Organist. In 1884 Mr. 
Roper was appointed assistant to the 
Borough Surveyor of Leicester, and 
later was appointed chief architect 
and mural assistant to Mr. E. G. 
Mawbkey. During this period of his 
career Mr. Roper was responsible 
for the design of many important 
buildings in the city, notably the 
designs for the ‘Town Hal! extensions 
and public hal!s, the mayor’s rooms, 
the borough asylum and the open-air 
baths at Bedchouse and Belgrave. 


JAMES PATE HENRY [Z.] 

Mr. James Pate Henry, who died 
recently and suddenly at his home 
in Putney, was articled to Mr. Henry 
White [F.] of Cavendish Place, and 
remained with him as an assistant 
until the Great War, during which 
he was employed in the draughting 
office at the Flying Boats Head- 
quarters at Felixstowe. 

On demobilisation he began prac- 
tising at Putney, and was employed 
in the design of suburban and estate 
work in Richmond, Putney, and the 
neighbourhood. 

Mr. Henry was the inventor of an 
ingenious device for covering in the 
orchestras of cinema theatres, a device 
which would have become of import- 


theatre orchestras developed on other 
and unforeseen lines. 
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Notes 


PRESIDENT’S ENGAGEMENTS 
The President attended the Annual Dinner of the Institution 
of Mechanical Engineers on Friday, 21 October. 


VICE-PRESIDENTS’ ENGAGEMENTS 


Mr. L. Sylvester Sullivan (Vice-President) attended the 
inaugural meeting of the Electrical Engineers and dinner fol- 
lowing on 20 October in place of the President. 

Mr. Sydney Tatchell (Vice-President) attended the annual 
dinner of the Devon and Cornwall Architectural Society on 
28 October in place of the President. 

Mr. L. Sylvester Sullivan (Vice-President) attended the 
dinner of the Fishmongers’ Company on 10 November, in place 
of the President. 

Mr. L. Sylvester Sullivan (Vice-President) attended the 
Jubilee Dinner of the Incorporated Clerks of Works Association 
on 22 October, in place of the President. 

Mr. Sydney Tatchell (Vice-President) will attend the Annual 
Reception of the Institution of Chemical Engineers on 24 
November, in place of the President. 

Mr. Sydney Tatchell (Vice-President) will attend the annual 
dinner of the Institution of Sanitary Engineers on g December 
in place of the President. 


ALDERMAN J. M. DOSSER [F.] 
MAYOR OF HULL 


The congratulations of members of the Institute are extended 
to Alderman J. M. Dosser [F.] who has been elected Lord 
Mayor of Hull for the coming year. Alderman Dosser was first 
elected on to the Hull City Council almost a quarter of a cen- 
tury ago and has served continuously since 1924; he is chairman 
of the City Housing and Town Planning Committee and a 
member of the Finance and Public Libraries and other com- 
mittees. He is a governor of Hymers College and representative 
of the local Education Authority on the Court of Governors of 
the University College of Hull. 


ELECTED LORD 


BUILDING WORK IN SCOTLAND 


The Practice Standing Committee have received representa- 
tions from the Scottish National Building Trades’ Federation 
(Employers) regarding the carrying out of building work in 
Scotland by English architects and surveyors. 

It has been pointed out that almost invariably the schedules 
issued by English architects and surveyors for work in Scotland 
are prepared according to the English practice and not in 
accordance with the Scottish mode, and that as members of the 
building trades in Scotland are not accustomed to the English 
practice they are placed at a disadvantage in dealing with it. 

As the work in Scottish contracts is not as a rule competed 
for by English contractors, the Practice Standing Committee 
agree with the view of the Scottish Federation, and they desire 
to recommend that the Scottish Mode should be used in 
connection with the framing of Schedules and the after-measure- 
ment of work in Scotland. The Royal Incorporation of Archi- 


tects in Scotland who have been consulted on the matter are ; 
opinion that if this is done keener prices will be obtained fror 
Scottish contractors. 


THE EMPLOYMENT OF SALARIED OFFICALS Bj 
OTHER LOCAL AUTHORITIES 

A case has recently been brought before the Practice Stand. 
ing Committee where a salaried architect employed by a loca! 
authority agreed, with his employer’s consent, to carry ou 
work for a neighbouring local authority upon an application 
from the latter, and an arrangement was made between the 
two authorities concerned whereby the architect’s fees wer 
divided between the architect and his employer. 

The Council of the R.I.B.A. are definitely opposed to th 
principle involved in such a procedure as being unfair to th: 
private practising architects in the district, and they wish 1 
call members’ attention to its undesirability. 


PERIODICALS RECEIVED BY THE LIBRARY 

Members are reminded that, in addition to the books, 
pamphlets and reports which are recorded monthly in the 
Accession Lists in the JoURNAL, a large number of periodicak, 
including annuals, is received, averaging 240 yearly, and cover. 
ing a wide range of subjects and interests. Yo encourage th: 
wider use of this abundant material, a complete and up-to-dat 
classified list has been prepared in manuscript, which may bi 
seen at the Library. If sufficient members indicate a desire t 
keep a copy of this list for permanent reference, a limited nun. 
ber will be typed for distribution ; meanwhile a few copies o! 
the printed list prepared last year are available. 

Important articles in these journals, whether English o 
foreign, are recorded in a card-index in the Library, beginning 
about two years ago. Buildings illustrated in the chief weekl 
English architectural papers are also recorded in a loose-leai 
index for the use of readers, and a similar index based on 
one journal only from 1900 onward is also available. 


ARCHITECTS’ UNEMPLOYMENT RELIEF FUND 


The following letter, with a cheque for £50, has been received 
by the Architects’ Unemployment Committee from a firm o 
Chartered Accountants :— 

“A Trade Association for whom we act, and whos 
members are well versed with the work and activities 6! 
British Architects, understands that a number of the latter 
are, professionally, passing through a difficult time and 
that a Benevolent Fund has been set up for the assistance 
in proper cases of members of your Institute and their 
families. 

** Our clients desire to remain anonymous, but they have 
instructed us to forward our cheque for £50 as a con- 
tribution to the above-mentioned fund.” 


The Committee have also very gratefully to acknowledge 4 


cheque for £10 tos. from the Society of Architects Royal Arch 


Lodge Chapter No. 3244, through the Secretary, Mr. McArthur 
Butler. 
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Other donations which have been received since the publica- 
tion of the last list are :-— 

f- 5s. from Messrs. Robert Adams ; £5 from Mr. C. B. 
‘ ih donation) ; £2 2s. from Miss C. Ciare Nauheim, 
os, fr on Mr. S. M. Kirkman, and £1 1s. from Miss Dorothy 


THE TRIBUTES TO SIR CHRISTOPHER WREN 

The following tributes were laid on the tomb in the Crypt 
py Sir Raymond Unwin, President of the Royal Institute of 
British .\rchitects: 

A laurel wreath with violet velvet ribbons, on behalf of the 
Royal lnstitute of British Architects, with the inscription :— 
“In Revcrent Admiration for the Genius of Sir Christopher 
Wren. a Great Architect, a Great Gentleman. This Wreath is 
offered as a Tribute to his Immortal Fame, by the Architects 
of Britain.” 

A bronze spray of palm branches on behalf of La Société 
Centrale des Architectes (France), with the inscription:— 
“Hommage a Christopher Wren dés la Société Centrale des 
Architectes.”’ 

A laurel wreath with scarlet velvet ribbons, on behalf of the 
Architectural League of New York, with the inscription:— 
“To the Honoured Memory of Sir Christopher Wren, from the 
Architectural League of New York.” 

A laurel and palm chaplet with red and white ribbons, on 
behalf of the Akademisk-Architekt-Forening (Denmark), 
with the inseription:—*To the Honoured Memory of Sir 
Christopher Wren, from Akademisk-Architekt-Forening.” 

A palm spray with violets and violet ribbon, on behalf of 
La Société des Architectes Dipl6més par le Gouvernement 

France), with the inscription:—“*A Christopher Wren, 
Hommage de la Société des Architectes Diplémés par le 
Gouvernement Francais.”’ 

Sir Raymond Unwin will lay a wreath on behalf of the 
St. Paul’s Ecclesiological Society. 

rhe laurel wreath laid by Dr. J. A. Pearson on behalf of the 
Architects of Canada, bore the inscription:—‘*To the Glorious 
Memory of Sir Christopher Wren, in Deep Gratitude for the 
Flame of Inspiration which he has passed on to all the Peoples 
of the Empire. This Wreath is Laid in the Name of the 
Architects of the Dominion of Canada.” 

The following tribute to Wren was received from the 
Architectural League of New York :— 

“To our British Fellow Architects—Greetings. 

“To the Memory of Sir Christopher Wren—All Honor. 

“Upon the occasion of the tercentenary celebration on 
October Twentieth, Nineteen Hundred and Thirty Two, of 
the birth of that Master Architect, Sir Christopher Wren, 
the Architectural League of New York desires to join in 
the tribute being paid to his memory. 

“The Architects of the United States of America freely 
acknowledge their debt of gratitude for the inspiration afforded 
them by the works of their brethren of England. This influence 
began when, as colonies, we naturally looked to the mother 
country for guidance. It was thus in our formative period 
that the impulse of Sir Christopher Wren’s stupendous activity 
crossed the Atlantic. 

“It was particularly through the example of his unique in- 
terpretation of the Gothic spire in terms of classical motives 
that his influence took root and grew and persists here to this 
day. Wren’s spires of London, rising after the great fire of 
Sixteen Hundred and Sixty Six found their echo in the growing 
settlements of the New World. 
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“But the wood of the New World forests took the place of Old 
England’s stone, bringing about a change in proportion and 
detail which entitles our Colonial Architecture to its position 
of national individuality. 

**'The Architectural League of New York is honored by the 
invitation to participate in these ceremonies and is grateful to 
the authorities of St. Paul’s Cathedral and to the Royal 
Institute of British Architects for the courtesies extended. 

(Signed) Julian Clarence Levi, 
President.” 

October Sixth, Nineteen Hundred and Thirty Two. 

And the following resolution was received by telegram from 
the Society of Hungarian Engineers and Architects:— 
“Christopher Wren having been one of the most prominent 
architects who ever lived and shed lustre on the arts we too 
shall for ever keep in reverent remembrance the memory 
of the great man—pride not only of Great Britain but of 
the whole world. Forster, President.” 


BUILDING SCIENCE ABSTRACTS 
It has become necessary, in view of the financial conditions 
at present obtaining, to fix an economic price for the printing 
and publishing of the Building Science Abstracts. As from 


January 1933 the price will be increased to 1s. 6d. net per 


copy, or 1gs, per annum, post free. 

Although the standard price for individual orders will be 
1s. 6d. per copy, arrangements will be made, provided sufficient 
support is given to the scheme, for blocks of 100 subscriptions 
or more to be supplied at the reduced rate of 10s. per annual 
subscription to British Institutions and Associations concerned 
with building, for distribution to their members. 

Members who wish to avail themselves of the specially 
reduced terms offered are asked to communicate with the 
Secretary at the Institute as soon as possible so that a block 
order may be made by the R.I.B.A. 


THE DRAWING OF THE ‘“ MODEL” DESIGN OF 
ST. PAUL’S 
A CorRRECTION 


The beautiful drawing of the Wren Model of St. Paul’s, 
which is being exhibited in the Wren Exhibition, was incor- 
rectly stated in the last JouRNAL as being by Mr. Walcot. The 
drawing, which we reproduce as our frontispiece in this number, 
is by Mr. H. L. G. Pilkington. 


BOARD OF ARCHITECTURAL EDUCATION 
Tue ExAmMInATION 


The following are the dates on which the forthcoming R.I.B.A. 
Final Examination will be held:— 

December 7, 8, 9, 10, 12, 13 and 15 1932. (Last day for receiving 
applications: November 7 1932.) 


FINAL EXAMINATION THESIS REGULATIONS 

The special attention of candidates is calied to the fact that the 
following revised regulations for the Thesis in the R.I.B.A. Final 
Examination will come into operation on 7 January 1933 :-— 

The candidate must submit a thesis showing advanced and in- 
dividual work, and it is suggested that the thesis should deal with one 
only of the following subjects:— 

1) Historical Architecture—implying as far as posible the direct 
study of actual historical buildings. 

(2) Science, as applied to Buildings.—By this is intended a special 
study of an application of science to definite problems of building, 
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such as acoustics, electrical or engineering requirements, or a critical 
essay on recent developments in methods of building. 

(3) Design, including Decoration—some special aspect of architec- 
tural design should be chosen. 

(4) Town Planning. 

The subiect selected for the thesis is to be notified for the approval 
of the Board, and the thesis itself is to be submitted with the applica- 
tion form, or if the candidate is taking the examination in two parts, 
when the application for admission to Part 2 is made. The thesis will 
be assessed by Examiners specially appointed for the purpose, who 
may also examine the candidate orally in his thesis. It is open to 
candidates to obtain distinction in thesis, and such distinction will be 
appended to the candidates’ names in the Kalendar. This mark of 
distinction will be only given to candidates who pass the examination 
at one sitting. To obtain distinction the candidate's thesis must show 
some original work and deductions of value. 

The thesis should be in the form of an illustrated essay. Literary 
quality will be taken into consideration, and the illustrations must 
not form the bulk of the work. Mere textbook extracts, devoid of 
reasoned original comment, will not be regarded by the Examiners 
as sufficient to merit pass marks. ‘The candidate must state at the be- 
ginning or end of his thesis the sources of his information, giving the 
titles of the books consulted. 

When the candidate submits an analytical criticism of existing 
buildings, unless the original rough sketches used for taking dimen- 
sions are attached. it will be assumed that such drawings have not 
been plotted to scale from actual measurements. 

Photographs have comparatively little value, unless shown to be 
specially taken. 

An essay submitted in competition for the Royal Institute Silver 
Medal for an Essay may be sent in as the thesis. 


THE FINAL EXAMINATION. 
The following is a digest of the instructions to candidates and 
a list of the Final Examination design subjects. The pro- 
grammes have already been published in certain of the archi- 
tectural papers. The severe demands on our space have made 
it impossible to print them in full here, but they can be obtained 


Sree of charge from the Secretary of the R.I.B.A. Board of 


Architectural Education. 
Instructions to Candidates. 

1. The drawings, which should preferably be on uniform 
sheets of paper of not less than Imperial size, must be sent to 
the Secretary of the Board of Architectural Education, Royal 
Institute of British Architects, 9 Conduit Street, W.1, on or 
before the dates specified below. 

2. Each set of drawings must be signed in ink by the author 
and must bear his full name and address, and the name of the 
school, if any, in which the drawings have been prepared, must 
be attached thereto. 

3. All designs, whether done in a school or not, MUST BE 
ACCOMPANIED BY A DECLARATION from the student 
that the design is his own work, and that the drawings have 
been wholly executed by him. In the preparation of the design 
the student may profit by advice. 

4. Drawings for subjects (a) are to have the shadows pro- 
jected at an angle of 45° in line, monochrome, or colour. 
Drawings in subjects (4) are to be finished as working drawings. 
Lettering on all drawings must be of a clear, scholarly, and un- 
affected character. 

5. After a design has been approved it may be re-submitted 
together with the specified working drawings on any of the dates 
for submission of drawings given below. 

6. All candidates taking the Final Examination will be 
required to include in the four Testimonies of Study for 
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which they must secure approval before being admitted t; 
the Examination, at least one of the problems involving ay 
acoustical treatment. In addition, considerations of common. 
sense acoustics as they apply in ordinary modern design 
must not be ignored in any Final Testimony of study. Where 
a reverberation table is asked for it should be as complete 
as possible and the reverberation formula should be cuoted, 
Acoustic diagrams showing the reflection of sound beam; 
should be to a scale of one-eighth of an inch to a foot. Thie ty: 
subjects set for 1933 which may be treated acoustically are 
Problems Nos. CXXX and CXXNIII. The two subjects 
which may be treated acoustically may be submitted on any of 
the published dates for receiving Problems in Design, provided that 
they are treated acoustically. A list of articles and books on the sub. 
ject to guide candidates in obtaining the necessary information 
may be obtained free on application to the Secretary R.1.B.A, 


CXXIX. 


(a) A Design for a Seamen’s Home and Settlement. 
») Working Drawings for a Seamen’s Home and Settlement. 


> 


( 
CXXX. 

(a) A Design for a Church and Parish Hall. 

6b) Working drawings for a Church and Parish Hall. 


CXXXI. 
(a) A Seaside Hotel. 
(b) Working Drawings for a Seaside Hotel. 
CXXXII. 
(a) A Design for a Housing Scheme. 
b) Working Drawings for a Housing Scheme. 
CXXXIII. 
(a) A Seaside Music Pavilion. 
b) Working Drawings for a Seaside Music Pavilion. 
CXXXIV. 
(a) The Re-decoration of the Chancel of a Church. 
b) Working drawings for the Re-decoration of the Chancel of a 
Church, 
Dates for the Submission of Designs in 1933. 
Subject CXXIX 28th Feb. Subject CXXXII 31st Aug. 
Subject CXXX 28th April Subject CRXXIIL 31st Oct. 
Subject CXXXI goth June Subject CXRXXIV_ 2gth Dec. 


ARCHIT GOLFING SOCIETY 

A most successful meeting was held on Wednesday 12 October, 
at Addington Palace G.C. 

The President (Sir Giles Gilbert Scott) and 28 other members 
attended. 

The weather for once was ideal. 

In the morning the “Sullivan Trophy”? was won by H. St. John 
Harrison with 81 —8-- 73. 

A foursome flag competition, held in the afternoon, resulted in a 
win for L. J. Collmann and W. C. Powell. 

We still want more members ; the Society is open to all whose 
names are in the Kalendar. 

Anyone wishing to join is asked to communicate with the Secretary 
of the Society, Mr. R. B. Selby, 46 New Bond Street. 
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Allied Societies 


HAMPSHIRE AND ISLE OF WIGHT ARCHITECTURAL 
ASSOCIATION 

The firs: meeting of the Session 1932-1933 of the Hampshire and 
Isleof Wight Architectural Association was held on Friday, 1.4 October, 
at the Conservative Club, Winchester, the President, Mr. Ingalton 
Saunders, being in the chair. 

After the election of Associates, the Hon. Secretary, Mr. A. L. 
Roberts. read his report, in which he expressed appreciation of Mr, 
Atkinson’s brochure dealing with the design of small houses, and 
recorded the recent acquisitions of the Association, which included a 
drawing ef the Great Screen at Winchester Cathedral by the late 
J.O.Seddings. Mr. Roberts then read his report as Hon. ‘Treasurer 
‘and the audited balance sheet was submitted. 

The President in his Annual Address said that it was gratifying to 
see that the Association, as it approached its 21st birthday, had never 
been more active and virile than it was to-day. He referred to the 
tribute paid to the Association at the Annual Dinner of the Birming- 
ham Society, and noted the increase of 52 in membership during the 
last vear. The Association was represented on the R.I.B.A. Council 
by the President, and at the Allied Societies’ Conference by the 
President and Past President, in the A.B.S. by two members, and the 
Hon. Secretary of the Association was the R.1.B.A. representative on 
the Board of Architectural Education for 1931~1932, and had also 
been appointed R.I.B.A. representative on the Board of Architec- 
tural Education of the Registration Council of the United Kingdom. 

The President referred also to the help given to the Winchester 
Town Planning Architectural Sub-committee, who have appointed 
two members of the Association in an advisory capacity, and to the 
work of the Advisory Panel. He mentioned in this connection that 
the Association’s representatives on these bodies had been struck by 
the lack of design which characterises the majority of drawings for 
small houses. Mr. T. D. Atkinson of the Town Planning Sub-com- 
mittee had prepared a pamphlet on design for small houses and, in 
co-operation with the Association and a sub-committee of the Art 
Standing Committee of the R.I.B.A., a slightly revised version of this 
had been issued, which had been adopted by the Southampton 
Town Planning Committee, the Isle of Wight authorities, and the 
Alton Urban District Council. 

Mr. Ingalton Saunders recorded with pleasure the award of the 
London Gold Medal to a firm, one of whose partners is a member 
of the Association, and also noted that in the competition for the 
Norwich ‘Town Hall, a design submitted by a member of the Associa- 
tion had gained an Honourable Mention. 

He then went on to speak of the depression in the building indus- 
try and architectural profession as a result of the general economic 
conditions, and stressed the importance of helping to relieve the 
distress both by calling on the generosity of those better able to help 
and by bringing pressure to bear upon public opinion generally, and 
particularly upon the Government and the local authorities. In this 
they had been given a lead by Sir Raymond Unwin and it was up 
to them all to support his efforts. Referring to the Registration 
Act as the most momentous development that has ever taken place 
in the building profession, Mr. Ingalton Saunders spoke of the ap- 
pointment of one of the Vice-Presidents of the Association as Regis- 
trar to the Council, and urged the necessity of developing the scheme 
to its utmost. 

In conclusion the President discussed the problem of the influence 
of public demand upon architectural creative work, and argued that 
architecture should not be governed entirely by the needs of the 
umes, but should itself govern and uplift the public taste. In applying 
the Winchester motto to architecture, Mr. Ingalton Saunders cited 
the Acropolis as a perfect example of good manners in architecture, 
and chose, as good modern examples, Broadcasting House and Giles 
Scott’s Cathedral at Liverpool. 

Mr. Lovett Gill proposed a vote of thanks, which was seconded by 
Professor Gleadowe. A letter was read from Mr. P. Warwick, in 


which he stressed the importance of greater co-operation between 
architects and town planning authorities, and expressed his apprecia- 
tion of the Association's efforts in this direction. Mr. H. S. Sawyer, 
Professor Gleadowe, and Colonel Gutteridge also spoke. 


THE SHEFFIELD, SOUTH YORKSHIRE AND DISTRICT 
SOCIETY OF ARCHITECTS 

At the meeting of the Sheffield, South Yorkshire and District 
Society on 13 October, the President, Mr. J. Lancashire, delivered 
his Inaugural Address. 

Mr. Lancashire opened his speech by a brief discussion of the 
advantages to be gained from taking a course in the Architectural 
Department of some University rather than receiving one’s architec- 


tural training as an articled pupil. He pointed out the drawbacks of 


the latter system, particularly the lack of personal supervision, and 
said that the ideal training was a University course followed by 
practical office experience. He referred to the establishment of the 
Architectural! Department at Sheffield University as one of the most 
important steps taken by the Society, and urged that this should be 
supported by all practising members of the Society agreeing not to 
accept a pupil unless he was prepared to take a University course. A 
full five-year day course had been established, but lectures on all 
essential subjects could be attended by pupils in offices for a small fee. 

Mr. Lancashire went on to speak of the work of the Architects’ 
Benevolent Society in distributing over £2,000 in grants and £700 in 
pensions during the last year, and he referred briefly to the formation 
of the Architects’ Unemployment Committee. Mr. Lancashire 
strongly urged members of the Society who had not supported this 
splendid Institution in the past, to do so in the future, and added that 


the Society had the privilege of being represented on the Council of 


the A.B.S. by Mr. C. M. Hatfield. 

With regard to a question which affected them very nearly, namely 
the number of Clearance Orders issued by the Sheffield Corporation 
under the Housing Acts, Mr. Lancashire said that though they were 
all in agreement with the principle of demolition of unfit houses, he 
could not help deploring the way in which these orders were carried 
out without discrimination, so that the “‘good landlord” had to suffer 
equally with the bad. In pointing out the difficulties of the owners in 
these affected areas, he criticised the unfairness of such orders, and 
suggested that owners who had kept their houses in decent repair 
should receive a just amount of compensation, and that they should 
consult architects and surveyors to obtain advice as to whether some 
of the houses could not be saved by the preparation of a recondition- 
ing scheme. He cited the method, adopted by the Property Owners’ 
Association, of preparing a reconstruction scheme for the whole area 
affected, this genera! plan inevitably carrving more weight than 
separate plans of each property. By this method many houses 
might be saved. 

In concluding his address, Mr. Lancashire dealt with the question 
of true and false economy, and criticised the dangerous policy of the 
National Government in this respect. True economy was as essential 
in government as economy of structure was in architecture, but it was 
useless to forgo in the name of economy all schemes of improvement 
and reconstruction and at the same time to pay workmen 16 per cent. 
of the cost for doing nothing. He urged the Society to help the 
situation by calling on the generosity of those able to help, and by 
bringing pressure to bear upon Government and local authorities. 

Mr. Lancashire, in stressing the real importance of the Registration 
Act, pointed out the necessity of loyal and understanding support and 
appreciation of the hard work being done by the organisers of the 
scheme. He urged that these efforts should not be wasted, but that 
by unswerving loyalty to the R.I.B.A. and its Allied Societies, the 
scheme might be helped and more fully developed. 
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DEVON AND CORNWALL ARCHITECTURAL SOCIETY By the kindness of Lord Chelmsford, the Warden of All Sc ils, th 


The Annual Dinner of the Devon and Cornwall Architectural 
Society was held at the Grand Hotel, Torquay, on 28 October. 

The President, Mr. A. H. Ough [F.], was in the chair, the guest 
of honour being Mr. Sydney Tatchell, Vice-President of the R.I.B.A., 
and other guests included the Mayor and Mayoress of Plymouth, 
the Mayor and Mayoress of Torquay, and Mr. Ian MacAlister. 

Mr. A. S. Parker, F.R.I.B.A., proposing the toast of the R.I.B.A., 
traced the history of the Institute which was one of the old Royal 
Societies. He spoke of the development of the Institute both with 
regard to its membership and its Allied Societies, and referred in this 
connection to the formation of the various schools of architecture all 
over the country. 

Mr. Sydney Tatchell, replying, said that architects had never lost 
sight of the responsibility placed upon them by the Royal Charter, 
and that, as a profession, they strove to maintain the beauties of the 
countryside, to improve their England, and to make their homes 
more beautiful. He went on to speak of the formation of the Central 
Council to represent all branches of the building industry. This 
Council! did not intend in any way to interfere with the freedom of 
the various bodies affiliated with it. It would merely be the rallying 
point for all matters affecting the industry as a whole. The building 
industry was one of the greatest industries in the country, and they 
had by now learnt, as the rest of the world had learnt, that they could 
not continue to live in water-tight compartments. This experiment 
was an endeavour to give a lead to the other great industries of the 
country. 

Referring to the work of the Institute, Mr. Tatchell said that the 
assistance of the Allied Societies was greatly valued at all times, and 
that it gave him the greatest pleasure to be present at the dinner of 
the Society. 

Mr. Tatchell then presented Mr. W. W. Wood, who is leaving the 
Plymouth Art School on his appointment to a school at Chelmsford, 
with a set of Everyman’s Encyclopedia, given by the Plymouth Branch 
of the Society in recognition of Mr. Wood’s loyal and active work at 
the School. 

The toast of the Devon and Cornwall Architectural Society was 
proposed by the Mayor of Torquay, who said that the town authori- 
ties were doing all they could to work in harmony and co-operation 
with the architectural profession, particularly with regard to the 
question of town planning. 

Mr. Ough, responding, spoke of the serious question of unemploy- 
ment in their profession, and of the great work being done by the 
R.1.B.A. to help the many unemployed. He condemned the abandon- 
ment of large municipal building schemes from motives of economy, 
a policy which tended only to aggravate the unemployment problem. 

Mr. John Challice proposed the health of the guests, and the 
Mavor of Plymouth, the Sheriff of Exeter and Mr. Ian MacAlister 
responded. 

The menu contributed even more than is usually the case to the 
success of the dinner. The courses, arranged under the heading 
“Specification Notes,” included the following items: 

Foundations Natives or Hors d’(uvres 

Cavity Filling . . Faisan Poéle aux celeris 

Main Beams Selle de Mouton Réti au gelée de 

groseille 
Refrigerating Plant and 
Heating Péche Melba, Petits Fours, Pudding 
Coloniale 

Colour Wash .. Café 
and the “General Conditions”’ included stipulations that ‘‘applica- 
tions for bills of Fare must be accompanied by a deposit of half-a- 
guinea excluding cartage and liquid for works’? and “damages for 
non-completion of speeches by agreed time £5 a minute.” 
THE 


BERKS, BUCKS AND OXON 


ASSOCIATION 

WREN 

Owing to the failure of the University to mark the tercentenary of 

the birth of one of its greatest sons, the president felt it incumbent on 

the Asseciation to fulfil this duty, and accordingly a meeting was 
arranged at short notice. 


ARCHITECTURAL 


TERCENTENARY 


loan of the Old Library at All Souls was secured, and in this b 
Elizabethan room haunted by the shadow of the great mast 
Percy Lovell, Secretary of the London Society, delivered a lectyy, 
entitled **The Genius of Sir Christopher Wren.” 


The lecture was amply illustrated with slides, many of uniqy 
interest, and showing amongst other things the loss to London cause¢ 
by the increased height of buildings, a lesson which Oxford migh; 


well take to heart. The Warden of All Souls took the chair and th 
hall was crowded, many persons unfortunately being turned away, 


INCORPORATION 
SCOTLAND 
At the monthly meeting of the Council of the Roya! Incorporati 
of Architects in Scotland, held at 15 Rutland Square, Edinburgh, ; 
18 October 1932—Mr. John Begg, F.R.I.B.A., F.R.I.A.S.. Pres. 
dent, in the chair—it was reported that the final revision of th 
Genera! Conditions of Contract affecting Building Works in Scotlan¢ 
was now practically completed. Two hundred pamphlets as to prize 
and studentships offered by the Incorporation for the current sessior 
had been issued. It was remitted to the Education Committee : 
consider and advise as to the disposal of a surplus of around £3; 
subscribed for the Lorimer Memorial. The following new members 
were elected: Messrs. A. 8S. Tod, West Weymss; J. M. Honeymar 
Glasgow; James Carrick, Ayr; and W. G. Galloway, Glasgow— 
Fellows : and Messrs. John B. Mackay, Edinburgh; and W. A. § 
Cormack, Manchester—as Associates. At luncheon, prior to Coun¢j 
meeting, the toast of the new President, Mr. Begg, was cordial 
pledged on the motion of Mr. John Watson, A.R.S.A., and Mr. Joh: 
Keppie, A.R.S.A., both Past Presidents. 


THE ROYAL OF ARCHITECIS Jy 


BIRMINGHAM ARCHITECTURAL ASSOCIATION 

On Saturday, 1 October, members visited the new Royal Ho- 
pital School at Holbrook (designed by Messrs. Buckland and Ha 
wood [FF.1). 

Most of the members had arrived in Ipswich the previous evenin: 
and at 10.30 on Saturday morning a!l assembled at ‘The Polygon, t! 
main entrance to the school site as approached from Ipswich, wher 
they were joined by members of the Suffolk Association. The con 


bined party was met and welcomed by Messrs. Buckland and Hav} 


wood, who then conducted a tour of the site and buildings. 


Members were greatly impressed by the magnitude of the scheme, 


the fine situation and the general excellence of the design. 


At 12.30 there was an interval for refreshment, which was kind} 
provided by the general contractors, Messrs. J. Gerrard and Son} 


Ltd., of Manchester. 


The Birmingham President, Mr. J. B. Surman [F.], in proposin| 


a vote of thanks, expressed the pleasure members had found in tl 
visit and congratulated Messrs. Buckland and Haywood upon the! 
masterly handling of a scheme, conceived, as he thought, in the broa 
and generous manner we associate with the works of Wren. He als 
congratulated the contractors and those associated with them 1 


executing the work which stood as a fine tribute to British craftsmen | 


After the interval the tour of inspection was resumed and in tli 


evening members were privileged to see the whole of the south front} 


the main block, including the fine central tower (200 ft. high) ver 
effectively flood-lighted. 

On the following morning, Sunday, members prepared for the 
return to Birmingham. 

By a happy arrangement members were accompanied for th 
first part of the return journey by members of the Suffolk Associ 
tion, who took the lead and acted as guides through Hadleigh 


Kersey, Monk’s Eleigh, Lavenham and Long Melford, at each ¢} 


which the party stopped to admire and add to their impressions (| 


the many glories of Suffolk. 


The sincere thanks of the Birmingham Association are offere¢ 


to the Suffolk Association and their Hon. Secretary, Miss Hild 
Mason, A.R.I.B.A., for their kindness and help in what proved | 
be an extremely happy and memorable visit. 
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Edinburg! 


THE EDINBURGH ARCHITECTURAL ASSOCIATION 
\t the monthly meeting of the Council of the Edinburgh Archi- 
Association held at 15 Rutland Square—Mr. James A. 
Arnott, F.R.1.B.A., F.R.LAS., President, in the chair—apprecia- 
tions of the late Professor Baldwin Brown and Mr. G. Lennox 
Beattie were submitted by the President and Mr. Lorne Campbell. 
Mr. Balfour Paul submitted Syllabus for the 75th Session of the 
Associatior Among the lecturers are Sir John Stirling Maxwell, 
Bart.. Mr. J. R. Yerbury, London, and Principal H. L. Wellington, 
Visits have been arranged to the new Jewish Synagogue, 
Fdinburgh. the Astley Ainslie Institution, St. Ninian’s Church, 
Restalrig, and Inchcolm. The Associate Section have also arranged 
an interesting series of lectures and competitions. A portrait of the 
late Mr. J. I. Rochead, architect of the Wallace Monument, has 
been gifted to the Association by his grandson, Mr. H. Rochead 
Williamson. A number of new members were elected. 


tectural 


SOUTH WALES INSTITUTE OF ARCHITECTS 

Under the auspices of the South Wales Institute of Architects 
Central Branch) and the Institute of Builders (South Wales Branch) 
a lantern lecture on ** English Inns” was given in the Lecture 
Theatre of the Engineers’ Institute, Park Place, Cardiff, on Thursday, 
»o7 October 1932, by Mr. ‘Basil Oliver, F.R.1.B.A., when Mr. Percy 
Thomas, O.B.E., F.R.I.B.A., presided over a large audience. 

Mr. Oliver’s lecture, which was illustrated by a fine collection of 
lantern slides, dealt with inns, both ancient and modern. 

The lecturer drew attention to the desirability of the preservation 
of old inns in cases of architectural merit or historical association, and 
showed that adaptation to modern requirements in such cases need 
not necessarily involve destruction or even loss of character. 

He explained various post-war improvements and recent develop- 
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ments in the planning of inns and referred to the efforts of brewery 
companies towards better public houses, efforts which have been 
thwarted in the past, but are now encouraged by the broader-minded 
magistrates. 

The slides used included representative examples of inns, large and 
smal!,in London and its suburbs, and provincial work in Birmingham, 
Liverpool, Staffordshire. Leicester, Brighton, Cardiff. etc. 

On the proposal of Dr. Colston Williams, seconded by Mr. T. 
Alwyn Lloyd, F.R.I.B.A., a hearty vote of thanks was accorded to the 
lecturer with acclamation. 

Visit TO New Civic At SWANSEA 

Members of the South Wales Institute of Architects accompanied 
their president, Mr. J. Herbert Jones [/.}, on a visit of inspection to 
the new Civic buildings now being erected in Victoria Park, Swansea. 

Under the guidance of the architects, Messrs. Ivor Jones and Percy 
Thomas, the party were able to view the progress of the structure 
which is in the form of a large single quadrangle bounded by four 
blocks—the Civic suite, the Administrative offices, the Assembly Hall 
and the Law Courts. 

Progress is most rapid on the administrative offices, which will pro- 
bably be occupied before the remainder of the premises. 

The competition designs have been departed from with respect 
to the elevation, the columned porticoes to the Assembly Hall and 
Civic suite being omitted in execution and a series of great arched- 
openings taking their places. The ultimate effect of the change was to 
be gauged by an inspection of a model of the buildings which was on 
view. 

The contractors for the work are Messrs. E. Turner & Sons, and the 
clerk of works Mr. W. J. Jones. 

The party were enterained to tea by the architects at the conclu- 
sion of the visit. 


Membership Lists 


APPLICATIONS FOR MEMBERSHIP: 
ELECTION 5 DECEMBER 1932 
In accordance with the terms of Bye-laws 10 and 11, an 
election of candidates for membership will take place at the 
Council Meeting to be held on Monday, 5 December 1932. The 
names and addresses of the candidates, with the names of their 
proposers, found by the Council to be eligible and qualified 
in accordance with the Charter and Bye-laws, are herewith 
published for the information of members. Notice of any objec- 
tion or other communication respecting them must be sent to 
the Secretary R.I.B.A., not later than Tuesday, 22 November 
1932. 
AS HON. CORRESPONDING MEMBERS (2) 
Nestor Ecyptio, I.C.A., E.N.B.A., President of the 
IVth Pan-American Congress of Architects, President of the 
Central Institute of Architects, Brazil. Rue de Quitanda 21, 
and andar, Rio de Janeiro. Proposed by the Council. 
Russet: Ernest JOHN, President of the American Institute of Archi- 
tects, 1620 Chemica! Building, St. Louis, Missouri, U.S.A. 
Proposed by the Council. 


AS FELLOWS (12) 

Asun: CHARLES HERBERT [A. 1920]: Borough Architect, Municipal 
Offices, Gower Street, Derby: New Place. West Bank Avenue, 
Derby. Proposed by George M. Eaton, George H. Widdows and 
T. H. Thorpe. 

DartNaLL: JAMES AmBrRose£, P.A.S.I. [A. 1918], 11 Dowgate Hill, 
Cannon Street, E.C.4; Forest House, High Street, Leytonstone, 
E.11. Proposed by Arthur H. Moore, H. Edmund Mathews 
and Hubert W. Horsley. 

MecMicuae.: ALASTAIR MARSHALL, M.A. [A. 1920], 16 King Street, 
Stirling; 11 Manse Crescent, Stirling. Proposed by Walter S. A. 
Gordon, James S. Gibson and O. F. Savege. 


Moss: DonaLtp JoHN [4. 1920], Mansion House Chambers, 11 
Queen Victoria Street, E.C.4; “Nigeria,” 25 Thorpewood 
Avenue, Sydenham, S.E.26. Proposed by Stanley C. Ramsev, 
Alfd. H. Barnes and Richard B. Ling. 

Ocitvie: ARTHUR GEORGE WkricHT [A. 1927], Rogers Road, 
Mombasa, Kenya Colony; ‘Cova! Gables’? Hobley Road, 
Mombasa. Proposed by W. J. Price, P. H. Thoms and 
Wm. Salmond. 

STABLEFORD: CHARLES Henry [d. 1921], Public Works Department. 
Shanghai Municipal Counci!: 9, Fo Shu Gardens, Tunsin Road, 
Shanghai, China. Proposed by Jas. C. Wynnes, R. C. Turner 
and B. Fraser. 

and the following Licentiates who have passed the qualifying 

Examination:— 

BoaG: Rosert STEVEN, “‘Lennoxvale,”’ Kingsley Green, Haslemere, 
Surrey. Proposed by T. W. Henry and the President and Hon. 
Secretary of the South-Eastern Society of Architects under the 
provisions of Bye-law 3 (a.). 

Lanc: Lancetor, Oakfield, College Road, Isleworth. 
Proposed by G. ‘Topham Forrest and applying for nomination 
by the Council under the provisions of Bye-law 3 (d.). 

MuLvaney: JOHN Leo, c/o Crown Agents for the Colonies. Millbank, 
S.W. Proposed by Henry A. Porter, J. T. Saunders and A. J. 
Thompson. 

Reeves: CHARLEs Westcott, F.S.I., 3 Gray’s Inn Square. W.C.1; 
Bramshaw, Uplands Park, Enfield. Proposed by Alfred H. Hart, 
Sir Edwin Cooper and Professor William G. Newton. 

RuTHERFORD: THomas, 5 East Port, Dunfermline; 92 Victoria Ter- 
race, Dunfermline. Proposed by John Wilson, R. S. Reid and 
A. Lorne Campbell. 

Symes: WILtiAM CHARLES, 45 New Bond Street, W.1; 33 Woodberry 
Crescent, N.10. Proposed by George Hubbard, P. W. Hubbard 
and Kenneth M. B. Cross. 

Trent: Epwarp., F.S.I.. 123 Regent Street. W.1; Spriggs 
Oak, Epping, Essex. Proposed by William T. Benslyn, Gilbert 
H. Lovegrove and Horace White. 
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AS ASSOCIATES (88) 

Apery: Miss JesstcA Mary [Passed five years’ course at the Archi- 
tectural Association. Exempted from Final Examination], The 
Manor House, Farningham, Kent. Proposed by Howard 
Robertson, E. Stanley Hall and J. Murray Easton. 

Atprep: DouGias Winston [Final], 117 Hampton Road, Southport, 
Lancs. Applying for nomination by the Council under the pro- 
visions of Bye-law 3 (d.). 

ARMSTRONG: ALFRED GEORGI 
London, N.6. Proposed by T. 
Herbert J. Axten. 

ASHWELL: BERNARD JOuN [Final], The Red Cottage, Northwood, 
Middlesex. Proposed by Professor A. E, Richardson, C, Lovett 
Gill and W. A. Forsyth. 

AsPINALL: CHARLES Epmunpb [Final], ¢’o The Borough Architect's 
Dept.. Gower Street, Derby. Proposed by S. Wilkinson, Hal- 
stead Best and ‘Tl. H. Thorpe. 

Banister: Harry, Dip. Arch., Dip. C.D. [Lvpl.]. [Passed five vears’ 
course at the Liverpool School of Architecture, University of 
Liverpool. Exempted from Final Examination], 29, Crosby 
Road South, Seaforth, Liverpool. Proposed by Professor 
C. H. Reilly, Professor Lionel B. Budden and Professor Patrick 
Abercrombie. 

BarkER: Ceci FRepertck [Final], Parkside, Park Road, Hanley 
Stoke-on-Trent, Staffs. Proposed by R. ‘T. Longden, E. 1 
Watkin and Elitah Jones. 

Bei: James, B.Sc. | Passed five vears’ course at the Glasgow School of 
Architecture. Exempted from Final Examination], 9, Botanic 
Crescent. Glasgow. N.W. Proposed by ‘Tl. Harold Hughes, 
James Miller and Geo, A. Boswell. 

3eNOY: WALTER GORDON | Final], 
Hardy, Manchester. Proposed by J. 
John Swarbrick and Francis Jones. 

BERRIDGE: Epwarp WALTER | Passed five years’ 
School of Architectural Studies, ¢ 
Architectural Association, Exempted from 
24 Fortismere Avenue, Muswell Hill, 
H. P. G. Maule, Howard Robertson and 

Bertram: ( Mrs.) EvizAneru Mary | Passed five vears’ course at the 
Architectural Association. Exempted from Final Examination]. 
6 Tackley Place. Oxford. Proposed by L. H. Bucknell, Thomas 
Rayson and R. Fielding Dodd. 

3Est: Monvracu, B.Arch.Lypl. [Passed five vears’ course at 
the School of Architecture, University of Liverpool. Exempted 
from Final Examination], 3 Milton Chambers, Cheyne Walk, 
Chelsea. S.W.tco. Proposed) by Professor C. H. Reilly, 
Professor Patrick Abercrombie and Maxwell Ayrton. 

BicKERTON: (Muss) Beryi. [Passed five years’ course at 
the Architectural Association, Exempted from Final Examina- 
tion}, 13 Childebert Road, S.W.17. Proposed by Howard 
Robertson, John Grey and Arthur W. Kenyon. 

BicKNELL: Perer, B.A.Cambridge [Final], 31 Oakley Crescent, 
London, $.W.3. Proposed by G, Grey Wornum, H. C. Hughes, 
and Louis de Soissons. 

B.Arch. [Passed five years’ course at the Liverpool 
School of Architecture, University of Liverpool Exempted from 
Final Examination], Bank Chambers, 160 High Street, Burton- 
on-Trent. Proposed by Professor C. H. Reilly, Professor Lionel 
B. Budden and T. H. Thorpe. 

Bioomer: Harry Currrorp [Passed five years’ course at the Birm- 
ingham School of Architecture. Exempted from Final Examina- 
tion], 4 St. Bernards Road, Olton, near Birmingham. Proposed 
by S. J. Stainton, William T. Benslyn and Juhn B. Surman. 

BROADBENT: RICHARD [Final], 21 Hopwood Bank, Horsforth. Pro- 
posed by B. R. Gribbon. H. S. Chorley and G. H. Foggitt. 

Buck: Epwarp Gerarp, Dip.Arch.(Sheffield) [Final], 19 Mont- 
gomery Road, Sheffield 7. Proposed by W. G. Buck, John 
Lancashire and Charles M. Hadfield. 

Cock: RoLtanp Henry Liesreicn [Final], Sunningdale Cottage, 
Maidenhead Court, Maidenhead, Berks. Proposed by Wilfred I. 
Travers, W. S. Willan and W. J. Palmer-Jones. 

CorneE ius: (Miss) KATHLEEN Esa [Passed five years’ course at the 


[Final], 8 Milton Park. Highgate, 
P. Bennett, Thos, E. Scott and 
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Architectural Association. Exempted from Final Exam: natioy 
The Hermitage, Heswall, Cheshire. Proposed by F. B. Hob} 
Howard Robertson and J. Murray Easton. 

Hytron THEopoRE Survey, Dip.Arch.(Lypl.) | Pass 
five years’ course at the Liverpool School of Architecture, Uy. 
versity of Liverpool. Exempted from Final Examination], ; 
Architectural Branch, Public Works Department, C.lomb 
Ceylon. Proposed by Professor C. H. Reilly, Professor J jone] p 
Budden and Edward R. F. Cole. 

Dawson: GRAHAM Forp [Final], co Bank of New Zealand, 
Queen Victoria Street, E.C.4. Applying for nominatior: by ¢ 
Council under the provisions of Bye-law 3 (d). ; 

Day: Couin Sypney [Final], 63 Oakleigh Road, New Southgat 
London, N.11. Proposed by Thos. E. Scott, Chas. M. Swann 
and J. Stanley Beard. 

Dow: Wittiam Eric [Special Examination], 123 Durham Road 
Sunderland, Co, Durham. Proposed by W. Milburn, ‘Thomas Rk 
Milburn and Andrew Gray. 

Joun [Passed five years’ course at the Bartlett School 
Architecture, University of London. Exempted from Fin; 
Examination], 136 Broadhurst Gardens. London, N.W.1. Pro. 
posed by Professor A. E. Richardson, Herbert Shepherd an 
Matthew J. Dawson. 

EpLeston: Witrrip EpGar | Final], 22 Irton Road, Southport. Pr. 
posed by Norman Jones, Albert Schofield and H. H. Archer, 

EpMoNbs: REGINALD [Passed five years’ course at the Birminghar 
School of Architecture. Exempted from Final Examinatior 
12. Amesbury Road, Moseley, Birmingham. Proposed 
George Drysdale and John B. Surman and applying for nomina. 
tion by the Council under the provisions of Bye-law 3 (d 

Evans: STANLEY Mavcrice [Special Examination], ‘Rosslyn.” 1 
Manor Park. London, S.E.13. Proposed by M. H. Baill 
Scou, H. P. G. Maule and W. Ravenscro!t. 

FAIRWEATHER: JAMES McDonaALD [Final], 1 Chepstow Avenu 
Wallasey, Cheshire. Proposed by Edgar Quiggin, Ernest G 
and A. Ernest Shennan. 

FAIRWEATHER: WILLIAM JOHN, B.Sc., [ Passed five years’ course at ti 
Glasgow School of Architecture. © Exempted from Final Exam. 
ination}, “Glengarry.” Whitehill Avenue. Stepps, Glasgov 
Proposed by John Fairweather, ‘T. Harold Hughes and Willia 
J. Smith. 

FARRELL: JoHN Epmunp [Final], The Priory, Castle Street, Hig 
Wycombe. Bucks. Proposed by Professor A. E. Richardsot 
C. Lovett Gill and Julian G. Burgess. 

ForsytH: JoHN Morris [Passed five years’ course at the Bartle: 
School of Architecture, University of London. Exempted frot 
Final Examination], 24 The Park, Golders Green, N.W.11 
Proposed by Professor A. E. Richardson, Sydney Tatchell an 
Matthew J. Dawson. 

Forwarp: Maurice Howarp, P.A.S.I. [Final], The Boroug 
Architect’s Office, Gower Street, Derby. Proposed by F. I 
Pearce Edwards, G. Topham Forrest and T. H. Thorpe. 

GARDNER-MEpDWIN: Ropertr JosepH, B.Arch.(Lyp!.) [Passed fi 
vears’ course at the Liverpool School of Architecture, Universit 
of Liverpool. Exempted from Final Examination], **Angorfa, 
St. Asaph, N. Wales. Proposed by Professor C. H. Reilly, 
Edward R. F. Cole and Professor Patrick Abercrombie. 

GonsaL: Herpert Emmanvet, B.Arch.(Lypl.) {Passed five year 
course at the Liverpool School of Architecture, University oi 
Liverpool. Exempted from Final Examination], 45a Catherin 
Street, Liverpool. Proposed by Professor C. H. Reilly, Pro- 
fessor Patrick Abercrombie and Professor Lionel B. Budden. 

Goopresmiru: WALTER M. [Final], 10 Park Crescent, Regents Park. 
W.1. Proposed by Howard Robertson, C. Lovett Gill and 
Samuel Beverley. 

Hancock: SYDNEY CHARLEs [Final], 26 Dovedale Road, E. Dulwich. 
S.E.22. Proposed by Beresford Pite, George J. Skipper and 
Frank Lishman. 

Harrison: Donacp Dex, Dip.Arch.(Leeds) [Passed five years’ course 
at the School of Architecture, Leeds College of Art. Exempted 
from Final Examination]. Elm Royd, Moor Lane, Gomersal. 
near Leeds, Yorks. Proposed by H. V. Lanchester, George J. 
Skipper and B. R. Gribbon. 
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Harrison: Epwarb James, B.Arch. [Passed five years’ course at 
Liverpool School of Architecture, University of Liverpool. 
Exemoted from Final Examination], 29 St. Mary’s Parade, 
Cast Hill, Lancaster. Proposed by E. Prentice Mawson, 
Profe-sor Lionel B. Budden and Edward R. F. Cole. 

Harrison: GERALD Henry [Final], 23 Flambard Road, Northwick 
Park. Harrow, Middlesex. Proposed by George A. Mitchell, 
Henry A. Douglass and Charles E. Varndell. 

Harrtey: Surers [Final], Lyndene, Parkfield Road, 
Grasscroft, near Oldham. Proposed by Ernest Simister, Thomas 
favlor and Isaac Taylor. 

HeLLBERG: Rove | Passed five years’ course at the Birmingham School 
of Architecture. Exempted from Final Examination], **Half- 
acre.” Broad Lane, Coventry. Proposed by George Drysdale, 
John B. Surman and William T. Benslyn. 

Herpert: ANTHONY [Final], 56 Grierson Road, London, S.E.23. 
Proposed by H. V. Lanchester, J. Stockdale Harrison and Albert 
Herbert. 

Hersert: GeorrRey Brian, B.A.(Cantab.) [Final], 24 Cornwood 
Close. Lyttelton Road, N.2. Proposed by Beresford Pite, H. C. 
Hughes and Theodore Fyte. 


Juss: Recinatp Herperr [Passed five years’ course at the School of 


Architecture, Victoria University, Manchester. Exempted from 
Final Examination], 129 Warbreck Hill Road, Blackpool. 
Proposed by Halstead Best, J. Hubert Worthington and 
Fredc. Waddington. 

Kexnxepy: ROBERT TERENCE | Final], 34 Chapel Road. Northenden, 
Manchester. Proposed by J. EB. Kewell, H. W. Cruickshank and 
Isaac Taylor. 

Kent; [Passed five years’ course at the Architectural 
\ssociation. Exempted from Fina! Examination], 
Ford Bridge Road, Ashford. Middlesex. Proposed by Howard 
Robertson, John Grey and Arthur W. Kenyon. 

King: FREDERICK STANLEY [Fina!], g Whitfield Avenue, Newcastle- 
under-Lyme. Staffs. Proposed by W. F. Slater, E. Watkin 
and R. Longden. 

Kxicuron: Pinup Harowp | Finall. Phe County Offices, Aylesbury. 
Bucks. Propesed by H. St. John Harrison, W. H. Hobday and 
applying for nomination by the Council under the provisions 
of Bye-law 3 d). 

Lee: Josepu [Final], 1, Shavington Avenue, Newton-by- 
Chester. Chester. Proposed by F. Anstead Browne and 
EL. M. Parkes and applying for nomination by the Council 
under the provisions of Bye-law 3 (d). 

Lyncu: THoMAs JosePH [Special Examination}, “Entabene,” Gren- 
nell Road, Sutton, Surrey. Proposed by Oswald P. Milne, 
Norman Keep and Paul Phipps. 

McKnicur: FRepERtcK [Special Examination], Navsari Buildings, 
Hornby Road, Fort, Bombay. Proposed by T. S. Gregson and 
D. W. Ditchburn and applying for nomination by the Council 
under the provisions of Bye-law 3 (d). 

Mercuant: YAHYA Cassumyt [Final!, 178 Bazar Gate Street, Fort, 
Bombay. Proposed by C. Ernest Elcock, F. Sutcliffe and H. V. 
Lanchester. 

Dante: Marriott, B.A.(Oxon) [Final], 2 Bedford 
Square, W.C.1. Proposed by Professor A. E. Richardson, F.C, 
Eden and Sir Giles Gilbert Scott. 

Mivctey: RicHarp [Final], 8 Agnes Road, Barnsley, Yorks. Pro- 
posed by John C. Procter, G. H. Foggitt and B. R. Gribbon. 
Moncrierr: Harry | Final], 23 Guildhall Street, Folkestone. Pro- 
posed by John L. Seaton Dahl, C. G. Butler and George A. 

Mitchell. 

Moore: KENNETH Ewan [Final], 92 Shirland Road, Maida Hill, 
W.9. Proposed by Alex. ‘I. Scott, Sir Herbert Baker and 
T. P. Bennett. 

NorRTHOVER: ERNEST CHARLEs [Passed five years’ course at the 
Bartlett School of Architecture, University of London. Ex- 
empted from Final Examination], 86 Woodwarde Road, Dul- 
wich, S.E.22. Proposed by Professor A. E. Richardson, Pro- 
fessor S. D. Adshead and Matthew J. Dawson. 

Pasraki,: SHIAWAX [Fina!], Kolah House, Tardeo Road, 
Bombay. Proposed by H. Foster King, E. C. Henriques and 
Burjor S. J. Aga. 
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Pearson: CHARLES Epwarp [Final], 18 Dalton Square, Lancaster. 
Proposed by Charles B. Pearson, W. Campbell Jones and 
O. Campbell-Jones. 

PEERMAHOMED: ABpuLLA Manomep [Final], 112 Gower Street, 
W.C.1. Proposed by Alex. ‘T. Scott, Sir Herbert Baker and 
Howard Robertson. 

Sipney, Dip.Arch.(Lypl.) [Passed five 
years’ course at the Liverpool School of Architecture, University 
of Liverpool. Exempted from Final Examination], 26 Princes 
Avenue, Liverpool. Proposed by Professor C. H. Reilly, Edward 
R. F. Cole and W. Glen Dobie. ; 

Penspertuy: ArtTHUR JouN [Final], Hardwycke, Bishops Road, 
Sutton Coldfield. Proposed by John B. Surman, Harry Cher- 
rington and S$. J. Stainton. 

Porrerton: GEORGE Epwarb [Final], Olde Home, East Molescy, 
Surrey. Proposed by R. J. Hugh Minty, Alexr. G. Bond and 
C. Harrold Norton. 

PoweELL: ADRIAN Evetyn [Final], White Cross Villa, Whitchurch, 
Bristol. Proposed by W. S. Skinner, G. D. Gordon Hake and 
G. C, Lawrence. 

PULLEN: ROGER KENDALL | Passed five vears’ course at the Architec- 
tural Association, Exempted from Final Examination], 3 The 
Vigo, Northampton. Proposed by Howard Robertson, John 
Grey and Kenneth Dalgliesh. 

Reynisu: Roy Lewss | Final}, 55a High Street, Oxford. Proposed by 
S. H. Loweth, W. H. Robinson and Harold S. Rogers. 

RossELL: REGINALD Ernest |Final], 174a Northview Road, N.8. 
Proposed by Edmund Wimperis, W. B. Simpson and W. E, 
Riley. 

RovEN: Lynvon | Passed five years’ course at the School of Architec- 
ture, Victoria University, Manchester. Exempted from Final 
Examination], The Grove. New Brook Road, Over-Hulton, 
Bolton. Proposed by Ernest J. Pomeroy, Joseph Foy and R. 
Hermon Crook, 

SANDERS: FREDERICK JOHN [Final], 7 Richmond Road, Dudley, 
Worcestershire. Proposed by A. T. Butler, John B. Surman and 
Alexr. G. Bond. 

Suires: Georrrey Ricnarp. Dip.Arch.(Sheffield) | Final], 40 Thorne 
Road, Doncaster. Proposed by Edw. M. Gibbs, W. G. Buck 
and James R. Wigfull. 

SmirH: ARTHUR Cuesver | Final], *Lustleigh,” 124 May Place Road 
East, Bexley Heath, Kent. Proposed by George A. Mitchell, 
Cedric Ripley and W. Walcot. 

Sairu: DouGtas, B. A. [Passed five years’ course at the School of 
Architecture, Victoria University, Manchester. Exempted from 
Final Examination], **The Cotiage,” Manor Close, Cheadle 
Hu!me, Cheshire. Proposed by W. A. Johnson, John Swarbrick 
and Isaac Taylor. 

Srru: James ( Junr.) | Passed five vears’ course at the Glasgow School 
of Architecture, Exempted from Final Examination], 160 
Fergus Drive, Glasgow, N.W. Proposed by T. Harold Hughes, 
David B. Hutton and Thomas L. Taylor. 

Srorry: Epwin Joun [Passed five years’ joint course at the School 
of Architecture, Leeds College of Art and the Architectural 
Association. Exempted from Final Examination], 47, Thorne 
Road, Doncaster. Proposed by J. Stuart Syme, J. Hervey 
Rutherford and Morris Thompson. 

Sykes: CHARLES [Final], 2 Westbourne Crescent, Lancaster Gate, 
W.2. Proposed by Edward Hastie, Frank M. Elgood and 
Kenneth Ward. 

Taytor: ALAN Raymonp [Final], 55 Mary Street, Longueville, 
Sydney, Australia. Applying for nomination by the Council 
under the provisions of Bye-law 3 (d). 

Tuomas: MaRk HartLanp, M.A. [Final], 10 John Street, Bristol. 
Proposed by G. D. Gordon Hake, W. J. Stenner and C. F. W. 
Dening. 

Tuomas: Ropney Merepiru [Special Examination], F3 Albany, 
Piccadilly, W.1. Proposed by Sir A. Brumwell Thomas, Sir 
Giles Gilbert Scott and Henry V. Ashley. 

THompson: Benjamin [Final], 63 Victoria Road, N.4. 
Proposed by A. E. Beswick, Lt.-Col. G. Val Myer and R. G, 
Muir. 
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TuRNOk: CHRISTOPHER REGINALD, B.A., A.A.DipI. [ Passed five years’ 
course at the Architectural Association. Exempted from Final 
Examination], 4 Wellington Square, S.W.3. Proposed by 
Howard Robertson, E. Stanley Hall and J. Murray Easton. 

Warp: Leste Burnett [Final], Craigside. Monton Green, Eccles, 
near Manchester. Proposed by J. Hubert Worthington, Isaac 
Taylor and Francis Jones. 

Watson: Irvinc [Final], Nerth End Farm, Walney Island, 
Jarrow-in-Furness. Proposed by J. Forster, W. L.. Duncan and 
J. A. Charles. 

Warts: JoHN FREDERICK MAtcotM [Final]. Australia House, Strand, 
W.C.2. Proposed by Francis Lorne and applying for nomina- 
tion by the Council under the provisions of Bye-law 3 (d). 

WurrEe: Nevitce [Final], San Remo, Church Hill Road, 
Solihull, Birmingham. Proposed by Herbert Buckland, George 
Drysdale and John B. Surman. 

WurrwortH: Rosertr [Final], 6 Whitley Wood Road, Reading. 
Proposed by Darcy Braddell, P. Culverhouse and George A 
Mitchell. 

WinGate: Micuarr Mervitt Fenton [Final], 26 Bark Place, Bays- 
water, W.2. Proposed by H. Edmund Mathews, Herbert 
Kenchington and Thos. E. Scott. 

Worsnip: Joun Vicror, B.Arch.Livpl. [Passed five years’ course at 
Liverpool School of Architecture, University of Liverpool. 
Exempted from Final Examination], 55 Liscard Road, Wallasev, 
Cheshire. Proposed by Professor C. H. Reilly, Professor Lionel 
B. Budden and Professor Leslie Patrick Abercrombie. 


AS LICENTIATES (23 

Apram: Miss JOCELYN Frere, A.M.T.P.I., c/o W. R. Davidge, Esa., 
5 Victoria Street, S.W.1; “Cornacre,”’ Petts Wood, Kent. Pro- 
posed by W. R. Davidge, Professor S. D, Adshead and Barry 
Parker. 

3REWIN: Ceci. Joun, 7 The Drive, Walthamstow, E.17; 57 Mill 
Road, Bury-St.-Edmunds, Suffolk. Applying for nomination by 
the Council under the provisions of Bye-law 3 (d). 

Burton: JoHN, The Yorkshire Penny Bank, Ltd., Head Office. 
Infirmary Street, Leeds; **Wincroft,’’ Wetherby Road, Bardsey, 
near Leeds. Proposed by G. H. Foggitt and the President and 
Hon. Secretary of the West Yorkshire Society of Architects under 
the provisions of Bye-law 3 (a). 

FeLttowrs: BERNARD Ewart VINCENT, Architects Department, 
United Dairies, Ltd., 34 Palace Court, W.2; 159 Pitshanger 
Lane, Ealing, W.5. Proposed by H. Byron and applying for 
nomination by the Council under the provisions of Bye-law 3(¢). 

Fisher: JOHN JAMEs, Middleton Chambers. Lowgate, Hull; 526 
Anlaby Road, Hull. Proposed by H. Andrew, Frederick J. 
Horth and G. Dudley Harbron. 

Gray: GeorGE Townsenp, Architect to the Newcastle 
Branch. Co-operative Wholesale Society, Ltd., Westmorland 
Road, Newcastle-on-Tyne; 54 St. George’s Road, Cullercoats, 
Whitley Bay. Proposed by L. G. Ekins and the President and 
Hon. Secretary of the Northern Architectural Association under 
the provisions of Bye-law 3 (a). 

Haycock: Harry, Housing Dept., Tow t, Manchester; 54 
Egerton Road, Chorlton-cum-Hardy, \.. chester. Proposed by 
William Keay and the President and Hon. Secretary of the 
Leicester and Leicestershire Society of Architects under the 
provisions of Bye-law 3 (a). 


Jounson: THomas Henry, M.T.P.I., 20 Priory Place, Doncaster: 


“Oakwood,” Doncaster. Proposed by E. H. Walker and the 
President and Hon. Secretary of the Sheffield, South Yorkshire 
and District Society of Architects and Surveyors under the 
provisions of Bye-law 3 (a). 

LANGLEY: Frank, Borough Engineer and Architect. Town Hall, 
Buxton, Derbyshire; ‘*Kirklees,” St. John’s Road, Buxton. 
Proposed by T. H. Thorpe, George H. Widdows and Barry 
Parker. 

Lippincton: JoHN HERBERT, 29 Regent Street, Rugby: 13 Elsee 

Road, Rugby. Proposed by Barry Parker, Sir Charles A. 

Nicholson and H. B. Creswell 


12 November 19) 


MavucHien: Rosert, M.C., 2 Collingwood Street. Newcas e-up 
Tyne; Little Callerton Mill, Ponteland, Northun: 
Proposed by G. E. Charlewood and the President aud 
Secretary of the Northern Architectural Association wider ; 
provisions of Bye-law 3 (a). 

Ewart, Hampshire County Architect's Depg 
ment, The Castle, Winchester: 25 Cranworth Road, Wi) ches; 
Proposed by A. Leonard Roberts, Ingalton Sander- and 
Arthur Smith. 

NICHOLLS: FREDERICK GEORGE, 30 Chandos Street, Por: .moy 
18 Festing Grove, Southsea. Proposed by Lt.-Col. A. !°. Cog 
well, H. Colbeck and Ingalton Sanders. 

Pryor: Ernesr LANGMAN, 709 Old Kent Road, S.E.15: Bar 
Cottage, Love Lane, Blackheath, S.E.3, Proposed by IP rcv 
Dannatt. Alfred Roberts and F. Adams Smith. 

SAUNDERS: CHARLES, Bank Chambers, Kettering. Proposed by J, 
Gotch, Lt.-Col. J. W. Fisher and Colonel! John Brown 
Scorr: THomas GreorGe 11 and 12 Finsbury Squar 
E.C.2; “The Cottage,” 108 London Road, Brentwood. Ess 
Proposed by Thomas H. B. Scott, S. Phillips Dales and applyix 
for nomination by the Council under the provisions of Byeclg 

3 (d). 

SKELTON: Leste GEorGE, Temple Chambers, Temple Aven 
E.C.4; 61 Hythe Road, Thornton Heath, Surrey. Proposed 
Kenneth Dalgliesh, Norman Keep and John H. Markham. 

Ernest 4a Fredericks Place, Old Jewry, 
7 The Ridgeway, Church End, Finchley, N.3. Proposed 
Gilbert H. Lovegrove, A. Burnett Brown and W. Camp! 
Jones. 

Upron: Percy 21 Bennett’s Hill, Birmingham: 
View,” 82 Sutton Road, Erdington, Birmingham. Proposed! 
John B. Surman, Ernest C. Bewley and F. Barry Peacock. 

WALKER: REGINALD Vicror, c 0 Messrs. Fuller, Hall and Foulshar 
125 High Holborn, W.C.1: 23 Kidbrook Park Road, Blackheat 
S.E.3. Proposed by Laurence M. Gotch, J. A. Gotch ar 
Lennox Robertson. 

Warp: JAmes, Senior Draughtsman, Kenya and Uganda Railwa 
and Harbours; 28 Parklands, c¢ o P.O. Box 79, Nairobi, Ken 
Applying for nomination by the Council under the provisions 
Bye-law 3 (d). 

Write: WILLIAM RICHARDSON, Leeming Chambers, Leeming Stre 
Mansfield; **Maunleigh,”” 76 Nottingham Road, Manstiel 
Proposed by George H. Widdows, L. Maggs and C. B. Wagstaf 

WinTER: GeorGE WILLIAM, c 0 Imperial War Graves Commissio 
Place de la Gare, Arras, P. de C., France. Proposed by E 
Percy Gordon, W. Lee Clarke and F. Sidney Webber. 


ELECTION OF STUDENTS 
The following were elected as Students R.I.B.A. at the meet 
ing of the Council held on 24 October 1932. 


Apie: Francis HuBert, 97 Cromwell Road, S.W.7. 

AMBROSE: ERIC SAMUEL, 963 Finchley Road, N.W.11. 

BAILEY: WALTER, 11 Johnson Street, Bingley, Yorkshire. 

BerMAN: Maurice Davin, 119 Cape Road, Port Elizabeth, Sou 
Africa. 

Bowness: RopGer Haicu, London House, Hawes, Yorkshire. 

BoxaLL: GoRDON CHARLES, 46 Bournville Avenue, Chatham. 

BRADLEY-BARKER : ROGER Brvanx, 76 Bedford Street Sout! 
I iverpool, 

BRANDON-JONES: NOEL, The Poplars, Berkhamsted, Herts. 

BurRoUGH: THoMAs HEDLEY Brucr, 6 Clifton Down Road, Cliftor 
sristol. 

Carter: Ricuarpb, Thistles,”’ Tilmore, Petersfield. 

CATTERMOUL: Harry Sipney, 626 Alexandra Parade, Glasgow, E.1 

Cooper: SHEILA Mary, Karnafulie, Fetcham, Surrey. 

Davison: HARVEY Spivey, The Mount, Heckmondwike, Yorkshire 

DrARE: Denison HILt, 43 Essex Road, Gravesend, Kent. 

Duncan: JOHN Bryce (Junior), Newlands, Dumfries. 

Gocarty: Dermor Str. JoHN, 15 Ely Place, Dublin, Ireland. 

Goop: ARTHUR BERNARD VAUGHAN, Broughton, Bletchley, Bucks. 
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James ArrHUR, Ashbury, South Road, Taunton, 


RAY CHARLOTTE, 19€ Netherhall Gardens, N.W.3. 

Divip Joun, North End,” Yarmouth Road, Lowestoft, 
Suffolk. 


Heath: WALTER FRANCIS GERARD, 51 Chudleigh Road, Brockley, 
London, S.E.4. : 

Huron: JOuN ROBERT, 10 Eastbury Road, Northwood, Middlesex. 

Houiincs: PHYLLIS GAUNT, Dunleath, Alexandra Road, Sale, near 
Manchester. 

HvGHES: ALASTAIR SYDNEY Wuittock, **Prudhoe,”’ 519 New South 
Head Road, Double Bay, Sydney, N.S.W., Australia. 

James: FRANK NORMAN, 56 Braemar Avenue, Wood Green, N.22. 

WALTER JOHN Leste, The Knoll, South Canterbury. 

CuesrerR Henry, Tai Yuan,’ Loom Lane, Radlett, Herts. 

‘Joves: Wit tiam 50 Menlove Avenue, Liverpool. 

‘Kinpy: Clinton,” 8 Avenue Road, Trowbridge, 
Wilts. 

Lews: Epwarp Cuarves, 11 Upper Phillimore Gardens, 
London, W.8. 

Lovepay: Dororiuy 
3ampton, Oxfordshire. 

Macartney: Rosin Hatumay, 13 Upper Hornsey Rise, N.19. 

McGowan: WINIFRED Mary, 13 King Street, Oldham. 

VMararuk: Govinp WARNAN, Jamdar’s Lane, Palace Road, Baroda 
State, Baroda, India. 

Meprycorr: THomas Anruony Hurcuincs, Sandford Orcas, Sher- 
borne, Dorset. 

Mercer: Frances JANE Harvey, “Brathens Hill,” Glassel, Aber- 


MAGDALENE, Manor Cottage, 


deenshire. 

Movutp: Joun Stuart, 195 Adelaide Road, Hampstead, N.W.3. 

O'Farrett: 17 Woodnook Road, Streatham, 
S.W.16. 

Owen: Evan Hucu. 15 Claude Road, Roath, Cardiff. 

Pyce: “Epworth,” Miskin Road, Dartford, Kent. 

Pyrect: KuvrsHep ARDEsHIR, 93 Hirji Mansion, Gowalia Tank 
Road, Malbar Hill, Bombay, 6, India. 

Perriwarp: Cynruta, Finborough Hall, Stowmarket. 

Powers: PREDERIC WALTER, Road, Mitchell 
Durban. South Africa. 

Prasap: Visawa Naru, R.S. B. Prasad, 10 Gami Gany, Benares 
City, India. 

Rowson: HARRY 
Liverpool. 

Seppon: BkinNAND, Higher Whitley, Greenhill, Wigan. 


Innes Park, 


STANLEY. Gt Chatsworth Avenue. Orrell Park, 


Suvrrnewoop: WILFRID KENNETH, 29 St. Albans Road, Leicester. 
Simpson: BERNARD ARTHUR, P.O. Box 309, Port Elizabeth. South 
\frica. 


NiMPsoN: STEPHEN, 23 Grange Terrace, Chapeltown Road, Leeds. 

ARTHUR, Rydal Mount. Turf Lane, Royton. Lancs. 

Suri: KeNNeTH REGINALD, “Hollington,” Chislehurst. 

SomervVILLE: Epmunp Reay. 12 Sylvan Avenue, Mt. Eden. Auck- 
land, New Zealand. 

Hanis Jusansnoy, Jer Villa, Alexandra 
Gamdeyi, Bombay, 7. India. 

laycer: HERBERT, Braeside, Buxton, Derbyshire. 

Harry, wo-Stacks,”’ Falinge Fold. Rochdale. Lancs. 

MAXWELL Crirrorp, Hornefield. Church Lane, Totten- 
ham, N.17. 

LHARIANT: ABDULHUSEIN MEHERALI. Ismail Building, Flora Fountain, 
Fort. Bombay. India. 

ALEXANDER WILLIAM, 
Midlothian. 

Sypvey. 16 Inchmerv Road. Catford, London, S.E.6. 

IWwreMLow: WILFRED JOHN, 406 Wargrave Road, Newton-le-Willows, 
Lancs. 

Warren: Epwarp Perer. Furzefield, Chislehurst. Kent. 

Watson: ApAm, 70 Craig Park, Dennistoun, Glasgow. 

Belmont, St. Martins Road, Caerphilly, 


SOMIER! Road, New 


Whauphill by West Calder, 


TURNER: 


Witttams: Cexypp WADE, 
South Wales. 
Writs: Morris. Gwyon House. North Curry, Taunton. 
Witrrm 
Square. London, W.1. 


WoopHouse: 1g Wigmore Street, Cavendish 
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PROBATIONERS 
During the month of September, 1932. the following were 
registered as Probationers of the Royal Institute: 
AnnaAN: WILLIAM Ropertson, Frenich, Kingsknowe, Edinburgh. 
Bettamy: Deryck Tuomas, Sandfield, Ashley, Scunthorpe, Lincoln- 
shire. 
Binks: Cyrii, Beech Grove, Morley, nr. Leeds. 
Brisrow: Maurice Henry, 35 Stradella Road, Herne Hill, $.E..24 
BroapBent: MARIAN JOAN, Highclere, Horsforth, Leeds. 
Brown: KENNETH CHARLES, 3 The Drive, Northampton. 
CAMPBELL: ALEXANDER BUCHANAN, 49 Saint Kilda Drive. Jordan- 
hill. Glasgow. 
Carropus: GEOrrrey Hirst, 
CassELs: RALPH KENNEDY, 
W.C.1. 

CHAPMAN: CHARLES WiLttAM Ernest, 70 Halstead Road. Winch- 
more Hill, 
CRUICKSHANK: GEORGE, 

Scotland. 
Day: Benepretra, Bridge Cottage, Chertsey. Surrev. 
Duncan: JOHN Brycr. Newlands. Dumfries. 
Even: ALBERT Maurice, 23 Albany Road, Stroud Green. N.4. 
Epwarps: Srracey ALAN, 37 Broadfield Road, Folkestone. 
ELuis: NorMAN ELAM THomas, ‘*Wistaria,”” New Romney, Kent. 
Fisk: Sipney Huperr, 51 Chichester Road, Kilburn, N.W.6. 
Fortescue: JANET Mary, Uplands. Gerrards Cross, Bucks. 
GrirritHs: HicrorD Stncrr, Bedront House, Chipping Campden, 
Glos. 
Hart: Herperr., Sunnyside ‘Terrace, Rooms Lane. 
Leeds. 
Hare: Murray Sipney, 38 Catten Grove Road, Norwich. 
t Abbey Street, St. Andrews, Fife. Scotland. 
\liestree, Highficid Road, Hert- 


irklands Road, Shipley, Yorks. 


17 B 
32 Gordon Mansions, Francis Street, 


Dunnikier Road, Kirkcaldy. Fife, 


Morlev, nr. 


HENDFRSON: ROBERT, 

Ricuarp Arsron Brook, 
ford. 

Hospris: CHarces FREDALE, 204 College Road, Norwich, Nortolk. 

Hopces: Mary Grauam,. o6 Ross Road, South Norwood. 

Jackson: JoHN Epwex, 13 North Street, Ashford, Kent. 

Jounsron: James Scorr, 18 Duddingston Park, Portobello, Mid- 
lothian. 

Jones: ALAN Prrer GArNOCK, 
Derby. Liverpool. 

LouGHER-GoopeEy: Witrrip Davis, The Chase, Halstead, Essex. 

Lupron: Joun Trnxniswoon, Hill Top House, Burley-in- Wharfedale 
Yorks. 

Mc Connect: Grorcre Ranp, 85 Poplar Grove, Barrow-in-Furness. 

MacLaren: TAN Harker, The Rectory, Teversal, Mansfield, Notts. 

Street, Netherthong, nr. Hudders- 


3rentwood, Sandiield Park, West 


MALLINSON: LEONARD. Church 


field. 
Marspen: Roprrr. St. Paul’s Road, Manningham, Bradford, 
Yorks. 


Mason: Joun WILLram, 92, Mount View Road, Stroud Green, N.4. 
Mippieron: Pamir Roy, Clovelly, Charles Street, Bingley, Yorks. 
MovuLp: Joun Stuarr, 105 Adelaide Road, Hampsiead, N.W.3. 
Parrick Crecit, 42 Huntingfield Road, Putney, S.W.15. 
PENNELLS: BERNARD Fiecp, 40 Vale Road, St. Leonards-on-Sea. 
Prasap: Venwa Nate, c’o Mr. R. S. B. Prasad. 16 Gami Gany, 
Benares City, India. 
RANGER: Raymond Harorp, **The Shrubbery,” Durrington, Wilts. 
Ruxton: GeorGF Parrick FrrzHerBert, Ardee, Ashstead, Surrey. 
SHARPE: Mary Dorrten, 227 Bingley Road, Shipley, Yorks. 
Vicror Rosert, 20 Prospect Street, Reading, Berks. 
SOMERVILLE: Epmunp Reay, 12 Sylvan Avenue, Mt. Eden, Auck- 
land, New Zealand. 
SomiEE Hanis |usassnoy, Jer Villa, Alexandra Road, 
devi, Bombay, 7. India. 
SprLHAus: Parricia AsHby, 
Town, South Africa. 
Srronc: Joux, Southciiff Park, Clacton-on-Sea. 


New Gam- 


Soundary Hedge, Constantia, Cape 
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THARIANI: ABDULHUSEIN MEHERALI, Ismail Building, Flora Foun- 
tain Fort, Bombay, India. 

THIsTLEWOOD: NORMAN GEORGE, 10 Grosvenor Avenue, Perry Barr, 
Birmingham. 

THompson: RicHArpD, Low Fold Farm, Horsforth, nr. Leeds. 
TownsEND: GeorcE Lovuts STEPHEN, 2 Highview Gardens, Up- 
minster, Essex. 

Warp: LEONARD. “Hillside,” Crescent Road. South Benfleet, Fssex. 
WEBSTER: WILLIAM JOHN Barry, ‘*Trunch,” Saltwood, nr. Hythe, 
Kent. 

WHEALE: Ronatp Tavtey, 48 Caversham Avenue, Palmers Green 
N.13. 

WictsuirE: Harocp, 54 Byrkley Street, Burton-on-Trent. 

WINTLE : KENNETH CHARLES, 15 Balfour Avenue. Hanwell, W.7. 
Woopman: Duptey Francis, ““Oaksway,” Brancaster Lane. Purley, 
Surrey. 


ELECTION OF MEMBERS. 
In accordance with the terms of Bye-laws 10 and 11, the fol- 
lowing candidates for membership were elected at the Council 
Meeting held on Monday, 24 October 1932 : 
AS HON. FELLOW (1 
Rurianp: His GRACE THE DUKE OF, JOHN HENRY Monract 
ners. Haddon Hall, Derbyshire. 
AS FELLOWS (3 
The following Licentiate who has passed the qualifying Examina- 
tion : 
JAFFRAY: FRANCIS ANDREW OLDACRE, Speke. Salisbury, S. Rhodesia. 
And the following Licentiates who are qualified under Section IV, 
Clause 4 ¢ (ii) of the Supplemental Charter of 1925: 
BELL: GeorGE James, West Hartlepool. 
NORMAN. 


AS ASSOCIATES (5 

Hari: Davip Potson [Passed five vears’ course at the School of 
Architecture, Robert Gordon’s Colleges, Aberdeen. Exempted 
from Final Examination.| Stonehaven, Kincardineshire. 


THE SECOND GENERAL MEETING 
Monpay, 5 DECEMBER 1932, AT 8 P.M. 
The Second General Meeting of the Session 1932-33 will be 
held on Monday, 5 December 1932. at 8 p.m.. for the following 
purposes :— 
To read the Minutes of the First General Meeting, held on 
Monday, 7 November 1932: formally to admit members 
attending for the first time since their election. 
To read the following paper: **The R.I.B.A. New Premises 
Competition,” by Mr. Robert Atkinson [F.]. 
To present the London Architecture Medal and Diploma for 
1931 to Messrs. A. E. Richardson and C. Lovett Gill, 
FF.R.1.B.A., for their building, St. Margaret’s House. 19 23 
Wells Street, W.1. 
BRITISH ARCHITECTS’ CONFERENCE 1933 

The Annual Conference of the R.I.B.A. and Allied and 


Associated Societies will be held in Cambridge from 21 to 24 
June 1933. 


EXHIBITIONS IN THE R.I.B.A. GALLERIES 

1. The Exhibition of pencil sketches by Mr. Arthur Keen 
[F.]. of village buildings, parish churches and farmhouses in 
Oxted and Limpsfield, now being held in the R.I.B.A. East 
Gallery, will close on Wednesday, 16 November. 

2. A selection of sketches and water colours by Georges 
Bouet, from the collection recently presented to the R.I.B.A. 
by Mr. R. F. Dodd [F.], will be on view in the Meeting Room 


INSTITUTE 


OF BRITISH ARCHITECTS 

KNIGHT: Cyrit ATLEE [Passed five years’ course at the Bartle it Sch 
of Architecture, London University. Exempted trom Fip, 
Examination. | 

Lock: Ceci, Max [Passed five years’ course at the Archiitecty 
Association. Exempted from Final Examination.] Watford 

Lowes: WALTER Epwarp [Passed five years’ course at the Archi 
tural Association. Exempted from Final Examination. | Swank 
Kent. 

THoms: THomas Hint [Passed five years’ course at the Glasg 

School of Architecture. Exempted from Final Exaniinatio; 

Dundee. 


AS LICENTIATES (22) 


Brick: VERNON RucHARD, Moira, Nr. Burton-on-Trent. 
Brown: CECcIL. 

CHESTER: GEORGE STANLEY, Broadstairs. 
Davies: JoHN HEycock, Pontypridd. 
Davis: WILLIAM WINWoop. 

Henry: WILLIAM Hiacatins, Dunoon. 
Hopcson: REGINALD. Brighton. 

Lewis: Vicror, Wolverhampton. 
McNe1.u: JAMEs Tyre, Penang. 

Mep ey: Cuirrorp, Leeds. 

Epwin, Salisbury, S. Rhodesia. 
Pearce: LioneL, Wolverhampton. 
Rosson: JOHN Epwarp Bortte, P.A.S.L., Newbury. 
Scott: JOHN Mai_ver, Edinburgh. 
STEGERTS: GRANVILLE F. 

SmirH: ARTHUR FRANKLIN. 

STEWART: HarRo_p Freperick, Wembley. 
TURNER: SYDNEY ROBERT. 

ARTHUR EpGar, F.S.I. 
Warper: RicHARD Birmingham. 
WeLBy: ARTHUR ROBERT. 

Younc: Artruur, Liverpool. 


Notices 


until the evening of Wednesday, 16 November. 
The Exhibitions are open daily between the hours of 19 a. 
and 8 p.m. i 


R.1.B.A. LONDON ARCHITECTURE MEDAL, 193: 


Che attention of members is drawn to the Form of Nomini- 
tion and the conditions, subject to which the award will | 
made, for a building completed within a radius of eight mil 
from Charing Cross during the three years ending 31 Decembe 
1932. issued separately with the current number of the Journal 
ny member of the Royal Institute is at liberty to nominate a! 
building for consideration by the Jury. 

The Nomination Forms should be returned to the Secreta 
R.I.B.A. not later than 28 February 1933. 

The Medal for the building completed between 1929 a1 
1931 will be presented to Messrs. A. E. Richardson and ( 
Lovett Gill, FF.R.I.B.A., for St. Margaret’s House, 19-23 Well: 
Street. W.1, at the General Meeting to be held on 5 Decembe 
1932. 


R.I.B.A. MAINTENANCE SCHOLARSHIPS IN 
ARCHITECTURE 


The Royal Institute of British Architects announce that thi 


following Scholarships, each of £100 a year, have been renewet 


for a further period of one year: 


Mr. Ralph Dickinson (Birmingham School of Architecture). 
Mr. M. G, Gilling (Artists’,General Benevolent Institution 
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Maintenance Scholarship) (Liverpool School of Architec- 
ture, University of Liverpool). 
[he Ralph Knott Memorial Maintenance Scholarship of 
) £45, tenable at the Architectural Association School of Archi- 
tecture, lias been awarded to Mr. R. L. Townsend. 

The R.I.B.A. Fourth and Fifth Year Maintenance Scholar- 
ship of £ 100 a year has been awarded to Mr, A. M. Irvine, of 
the School of Architecture, Robert Gordon’s Colleges, 
Aberdeen. 

The R.I.B.A. ordinary Maintenance Scholarship of £100 a 
year has been awa rded to Mr. E. F. Ward, of Northampton. 


STANDARD SPECIFICATION FOR RAINWATER 
PIPES 

The Science Standing Committee wishes to draw the atten- 
tion of members to the new British Standard Specification 
No. 460-1932 for Cast Iron Spigot and Socket Light Rainwater 
Pipes ¢ vlindrical). This is the first step towards a compre- 
hensive B.S. Specification for Rainwater goods, and is the sixth 
of aserics of Specifications for Cast Iron Pipes, the others being 
No. 78, for Water, Gas and Sewage: No. 437. Drainage; No. 40. 
Low Pressure Heating; No. 41, Flue cr Smoke; No. 416, Soil 
Waste. Ventilating and Heavy Rainwater. 

Copies may be seen in the Library, or may be obtained, price 
as, ad., post free, from the British Standards Institution, 28 
Victoria Street, S.W.1. 


MEMBERSHIP OF THE R.I.B.A. 
THe CLass 

[he revised Bye-laws of the Royal Institute of British Archi- 
ucts have received the approval of His Majesty’s Privy Council. 
and applications may now be sent in for membership of the 
R.I.B.A. in the Licentiate Class. Full information and the 
necessary forms will be sent on application being made to the 
Secretary R.I.B.A., 9 Conduit Street, London, W.1. 


ASSOCIATES AND THE FELLOWSHIP 
\ssociates who are eligible and desirous of transferring to the 


Fellowship are reminded that if they wish to take advantage of 


the election to take place on 6 February 1933. they should send 
the necessary nomination forms to the Secretary R.I.B.A. not 
later than Saturday, 10 December 1932. 
OVERSEAS APPOINTMENTS 

Members contemplating applying for appointments overseas 
are recommended to communicate with the Secretary R.1.B.A., 
who willsupply them with any available information respecting 
conditions of employment, cost of living. climatic conditions. 


Competitions 


ANTWERP: TOWN PLANNING COMPETITION 


Che Council of La Société Intercommunale de la rive gauche 


de ’Escaut invite proposals for a scheme for the replanning of 


the area situated on the bank of the river opposite Antwerp. 
lhe scheme will also provide for two tunnels under the river, 
one for traffic and one for pedestrians. 

Proposals submitted will be examined by a Jury consisting of: 

Dr. H. P. Berlage, The Hague. 

Mons. H. Prost, Paris. 

Mons. le Baron Horta, Brussels. 

Mons. Henry Van de Velde, Brussels. 

Mons. P. De Heem, Antwerp. 

Mons. G. De Ridder, Antwerp. 

Mons. J. de Bruey, Antwerp. 
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Premiums: 100,000 francs, two of 50,000 francs and four of 
25,000 francs. 

Last day for sending in proposals: 31 May 1933. 

The programme and necessary plans relating to the compe- 
tition may be obtained on application to the offices of the 
Society, 26 Rue Arenburg, Antwerp. Deposits, 20 francs for the 
programme and 80 francs for the plans. 

(Conditions have not yet been considered by the Competition 
Committee. 


STOCKHOLM: TOWN PLANNING COMPETITION 
The City of Stockholm, through its town planning board, 
invites proposals for a town planning scheme to cover the area 
designated Lower Norrmalm, which occupies a central position 
in the city. The object of the competition is to secure prelimin- 
ary proposals for a solution of the town planning problem, which 
would enable a gradual reconstruction of this district to be 
carried out, with due regard to the present requirements as to 
the capacity of the strects and the supply of light and air for the 
blocks of houses. 
Proposals submitted will be examined by a committee con- 
sisting of the following:— 
Harry Sandberg, Civic Councillor, Stockholm (Chairman). 
Dr. Yngue Larsson, Civic Councillor, Stockholm (Vice- 
Chairman). 
Gustaf Ahlbin, Stockholm. 
E. G. Asplund, Stockholm. 
Carl Bergsten, Stockholm. 
Hermann Jansen, Berlin. 
Albert Lilienberg, Director of Town Planning, Stockholm. 
Professor Ragnar Ostberg (Hon. Corresponding Member 
R.I.B.A.), Stockholm. 
George L. Pepler, London. 
Premiums: 20,000 Kr. (approx. £1,000) 
15,000 Kr. (approx. £750) 
10,000 Kr, (approx. £500) 
and further amounts to bring the total prize money up to 
60,000 Kr. 
Last day for sending in proposals: 1 March 1933. 
Last day for questions: 1 August 1932. 


HOUSES IN CONCRETE 
The Cement Marketing Co., Ltd., invite architects residing 
in the British Isles to submit in competition designs for four 
types of houses, intended to illustrate the uses of white and 
coloured Portland Cements. 
Assessors : Mr. Louis de Soissons, O.B.E. [F.]. 
Mr. P. D. Hepworth [F.]. 
Mr. Howard Robertson, M.C. [F.]. 
Premiums: 30 guineas and 15 guineas for each type of house. 
Last day for receiving designs: 3 December 1932. 
Conditions may be obtained on application to the Publicity 
Department, Cement Marketing Co., Ltd., Portland House, 
Tothill Street, S.W.1. 


COMPETITION RESULTS 
SCARBOROUGH HOSPITAL AND DISPENSARY 
1. Mr. Wallace Marchment | F.]. 
2, Messrs. Dawson, Oliver and Associates, New York. 
3. Messrs. Heaton Comyn [F.] and W. E. Coker. 
j. Messrs. Lanchester [F.], Lodge [F.] and Davis | -/.]. 
SOUTHWARK TOWN HALL 
1. Mr. C. Cowles-Voysey [F-.]. 
2, Mr. E Berry Webber [.]. 
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Members’ Column 


PARTNERSHIP REQUIRED 

A.R.I.B.A. (29) desires position, with possibility of partnership. 

Small capital. Box No. 2410, ¢ o Secretary, R.1.B.A. 
SHARE OF OFFICES TO LET 

ARCHITECT occupying offices at Victoria would consider sharing 
same, including secretaria! services. Box No. 1910, c,o Secretary 
R.I.B.A. 

Mrmper has share of Office to let in the Citv. Rent £50 per 
annum inclusive, er would consider sharing another office in City, 
Victoria or W.C. district. Box No. 2082. c 0 Secretary R.I.B.A, 

Memper practising in Old Queen Street, Westminster, offers well- 
lit furnished room: shorthand, typing, etc., available. Rent. includ- 
ing electric light, £48 per annum. Box 3092, co Secretary. 
R.I.B.A. 

OFFICES TO LET 

Memorrs practising in Jermyn Street, S.W.1, have a suite of three 
offices to Jet, or would let separate rooms. Apply Box No. 2010. ¢ 0 
Secretary R.ILB.A. 

FLAT TO LET 

Swarr Furnished Service Flat, Large Reception Rosm, Bedroom 
and bath, at 59 George Street, Portman Square, W.1, to let, 3 guineas 
weekly. Suit married or two single Institute Members. Writ 
A.R.I.B.A., 2 Featherstone Buildings, High: Holborn, W.C.1. 

ROOMS TO LE! 

Arcuitrcr with large house in Kensington anxious to let few 
rooms furnished or unfurnished. Breakfast if required. Appl 
Box No. 1210, c/o Secretary R.I.B.A. 

CHANGE OF ADDRESS 

Tne permanent address of Mr. B. R. Hebblethwaite [7] in 

future will be : “*Brachead,” Blake Hill. Parkstone, Dorset 


Buildings, Grav 


ARNOLD Sucock [F.] has moved to 3 Verular 
Inn, W.C.1. Tel. No. Chancery 7096. 

Launce.ot H. Ross [F.] has changed his address to 223 West 
George Street, Glasgow, C.2. Tel. No.: Glasgow Central 4513. 

R. E. Srewarpson [F.] has changed his address to 21 Yuen Ming 
Yuen Road, Shanghai, China. Telegraphic address: Stewardson, 
Shanghai. 

Mr. F. Harritp, M.A. [F.], has transferred his office to 18 Queen 
Anne’s Gate. London, $.W.1, and will now practise at this address. 
Telephone: Victoria 0522. 

TRADE. CATALOGUES RECEIVED 

H. C. Wirkerson [L.) is now carrving on business at 10 Duke 
Street, Adelphi, W.C.2, and would be glad to receive trade cata- 
logues, 

Mr. Ropert Paine, A.R.C.A.. would be pleased to receive trade 
catalogues and technical information at Thanet School of Art, 
Hawley Square, Margate. 


Minutes I 


SESSION 1932-1933 


At the Inaugural General Meeting of the Session, 1932-1933, held 
on Monday, 7 November 1932, at 9 p.m. 

Sir Raymond Unwin, President, in the Chair. 

The attendance book was signed by 51 Fellows ‘including 23 
Members of Council), 16 Associates (including 4 Members. ot 
Council), 11 Licentiates (including 2 Members of Council), 1 Hon 
Fellow, 2 Hon. Associates and a very large number of visitors. 

The Minutes of the Fifteenth General Meeting of the Session 
1931 32 held on 13 June 1932 having been published in the Journal, 
were taken as read. confirmed and signed as correct. 

The President delivered the Inaugural Address of the Sesssion. 

At the conclusion of the address a Fantasia on Airs by Schubert 
was played on the harp by Miss Gwendolen Mason. 

On the motion of the Rt. Hon. W. G. A. Ormsbv-Gore, P.C., Mf.P.. 
First Commissioner of Works, seconded by the Rt. Hon. Lord Marley, 
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D.S.C., J.P.. a vote of thanks to the President for his ac 
passed by acclamation. The President briefly expressed hi 
ledgments. 

The President announced that Dr. John A. Pearson [/ 
the most distinguished of Canadian architects and head of 
firm of Darling and Pearson, was present at the meeting. D; 
thereupon briefly addressed the meeting and conveyed to thi 
greetings from the Royal Architectural Institute of Canad 

The President drew the attention of the meeting to the | «hibiti 
of pencil sketches by Mr. Arthur Keen, illustrating the ar: 
in the villages of Oxted and Limpsfield, and also to the co! 
drawings by Georges Bouet exhibited in the meeting 
recently presented to the Institute by Mr. R. Fielding Dod 

fhe proceedings closed at 10.30 p.m. 


A.B.S. INSURANCE DEPARTMENT. 
HOUSE PURCHASE SCHEME 
(for property in Great Britain only). 
Further Privileges now Available. 
The Society is able, through the services of a leading 
Assurance Office, to assist an Architect (or his client) in secur 


ing the capital for the purchase of a house for his own occupa 
tion, on the following terms :— 
AMOUNT OF LOAN. 

Property value exceeding £666, but not exceeding £2,504 
75 per cent. of the value. 

Property value exceeding £2,500, but not exceeding £4,500 
66% per cent. of the value. 

The value of the property is that certified by the Surveyo 
employed by the Office. 

N.B.—Legal costs and survey fees, and, in certain cases, th@ 
amount of the first quarter’s premium payment will b 
advanced in addition to the normal loan. 

RATE OF INTEREST. 
In respect of loans not exceeding £2,000 54 percent. gross, 
in excess of ,, 5 


REPAYMENT. 


By means of an Endowment Assurance which discharg 
the loan at the end of 15 or 20 years, or at the earlier death of th 
borrower. 

SPECIAL CONCESSION TO ARCHITECTS. 

In the case of houses in course of erection, it has been ar 
ranged that, provided the Plan and Specification have bee 
approved by the Surveyor acting for the Office, and the 
amount of the loan agreed upon, and subject to the house being 
completed in accordance therewith, ONE Hatr of the loan wil 
be advanced on a certificate from the Office’s Surveyor that th¢ 
walls of the house are erected and the roof on and covered im 


Note.—Since 1928, over £50,000 has been loaned t 
architects under this scheme, and as a result over £600 has bee 
handed to the Benevolent Society. 


Ifa quotation is required, kindly send details of your age next 
birthday, approximate value of house and its exact situation, t0 
the Secretary, A.B.S. Insurance Department, 9 Conduit Street, 
London, W. 


JOURNAL. 
Dates OF PUBLIGATION.—1932: 26 November: 10, 24 December 
: 14, 28 January: 11, 25 February; 11, 25 March: 8, 29 April; 
> May: 17 June; 8, 22 July: 5 August: g September; 14 Octoberé 
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